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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: kwright@shoshonebannocktribes.com

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Albright, Rick

Subject: EPA meeting with FMC regarding IRODA implementation and potential redevelopment on portions of the site
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 10:53:58 AM

Hi, Kelly. | wanted to make you aware of a meeting Dennis McLerran is having today with Barry
Crawford and other representatives from FMC. Below is the meeting request we received. It is our
understanding that the redevelopment being contemplated is not within the Fort Hall Reservation
boundary. Rick Albright and | will be happy to share information we receive in this meeting with you
and the Fort Hall Business Council next week when we meet.

Take Care,

Beth
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Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.

Sincerely,

ﬁﬂrl:}/ traufén[

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Marguerite Carpenter
Cc: Greutert, Ed [USA]; susanh@ida.net; Bruce.Olenick@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov;

Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Leslie Plazio (Leslie.Plazio@fmc.com); David Heineck; Mike Steiner; Rob Hartman;
Susan Eyzaquirre; Kelly Wright; Marc Bowman; Williams, Jonathan

Subject: FMC 90% Cap Design submittal
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 5:16:58 PM
Marjo-

Per our recent conversation and in Jonathan Williams’ absence, | approved an extension in submittal

of the 90% Cap Design document from tomorrow, January 16th, to Wednesday, January 21°%. You
requested this extension due to the illness of one of your key reviewers.

Take Care,

Beth Sheldrake

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Greutert, Ed [USA]

Cc: Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:57:24 PM

Attachments: Comments on FMC OU Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum 1-8-15 pdrl.docx

For your review once BAH is again under EPA contract for FMC OU work.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov [mailto:Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:03 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov

Subject: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

I've attached my comments. I'd like to get a better understanding of how the penetrating radiation
RAO was derived from the Ra-226 concentration RAO, and whether the 2.8 microR/h allowable
increment above the background applies only to radiation produced by Ra-226 and its decay
products, or to radiation from all natural radioactivity. Scott Miller, Douglas Tanner, and | would like
to discuss this with you. Would you be available for a conference call on the 13nth between 8 and 1

(MST), or the 14nth between 11 and 2 (MST)?

If you need to get your comments out before we can hold a conference call, please call me directly if

you have any questions.

Paul Ritter

State of Idaho DEQ

900 North Skyline Drive, Suite B
Idaho Falls, ID 83402

(208) 528-2619 (office)

(208) 520-5326 (cell)
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EPA Review Comments on the Revised Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum,


Submitted December 12, 2014





FMC OU UAO for RD/RA, EPA Docket No. CERCLA 10-2013-0116





Eastern Michaud Flats CERCLA Site


 








1. EPA agrees with the characterization of site-wide gamma background using the collimated sodium iodide detector. The standard deviation of the measured background distribution must be used to determine the minimum detection levels for the collimated sodium iodide detector, and to perform the MARSSIM evaluation for the site.





2. The following objective must be added to Section 1.2: “Provide a basis for evaluating the collimated sodium iodide detector system, and its detection capabilities within the context of the background distribution at this site.”	Comment by Paul Ritter: I agree – the work plan should explicitly state this. It’s possible that they plan to do this, based on sections 3.2.5 and  3.3.4 …”The data distributions…of the 83 exposure and collimated gamma…made in the WUA…”. However, we shouldn’t have to infer that this is what they intend to do. The information in Appendix A is interesting, but doesn’t address the data interpretation challenge posed by a variable background.





PDR comment: Section 3.2.3 states that the K-40 content of the slag will be analyzed. This is a good idea, but the K-40 concentration in the soil used to cap the slag will probably be at least as important with respect to production of penetrating radiation above the cap. At typical soil concentations (10 pCi/g), K-40 in a 1 foot thick cap would generate ~ 1.8 µR/h. A variable K-40 concentration in the cap could cause problems for interpretation of gross CPM or exposure rate measurements. I’d expect that excavation and emplacement of soil for the cap would promote mixing and homogenization of K-40 concentrations, but1.8 µR/h is a significant fraction of the 2.8 µR/h allowable increment above background (14.6 µR/h). There will be additional penetrating radiation generated by U and Th series activity in the capping soil. Note that natural activity in the cap soil wasn’t addressed in the MCNP analysis provided in the July 13, 2013 version of the gamma cap performance work plan (see App B, p. B-6). 





3. EPA disagrees with the statistical methods used to describe background standard deviation in the draft work plan. EPA specifically disagrees with the next to last sentence, third paragraph in Section 3.3.3 which states “Note that this is not referring to variability of background measurements.”	Comment by Paul Ritter: I think that this comment by EPA re-emphasizes the issue addressed in comment 2, and I agree with the comment. What the contractor has written isn’t necessarily wrong, I’m satisfied that their measurement precision/sensitivity is adequate, but that’s not the main issue. 





The objective of surveys is to detect the risk-based increment equivalent to 1E-4 risk in the context of a variable site background. An instrument may have a useful level of sensitivity when background is a single measurement, but still be unable to detect RAO levels above a background which is variable. As an example, the claimed HPIC detection level (0.37 uR/hr) does not make sense in the context of the measured background distribution which has a standard deviation of 0.6 uR/hr.  The purpose of the assessment of detection limits at this site is to determine whether the detection system has the capability to meet RAOs within the practical context of the site background distribution.





The last two sentences of the third paragraph in Section 3.3.3 must be deleted. In their place, add the following sentences: 	Comment by Paul Ritter: I don’t think these sentences have to be deleted, unless EPA thinks they are too misleading. However, the plan should address the potential problems caused by variable natural background, which will include the natural radioactivity in the capping soil.





 “For the purpose of evaluation of instrument sensitivity at this site, the measured standard deviation of the background or reference area will be used in calculating detection limits. The measured standard deviation includes both the real spatial variability of background and the precision of the measurement system”. 	Comment by Paul Ritter: I think that the contractor has correctly used the term, MDA, in the context of instrument performance. I’m not a MARSSIM expert, but I think that EPA’s comment here deals with the contractor’s evaluation of the relative shift (see MARSSIM chapter 5, esp. figure 5.2). Again, the problem isn’t really with instrument detection limits – the contractor should address natural variability and the ability to distinguish an incremental increase above a variable background.





 The sections that follow must be modified to reflect this perspective. 





4. The fourth paragraph in Section 3.3.1 must be deleted.  Typically MARSSIM uses “Scenario A” in which the burden of proof for the survey is to demonstrate that RAOs have been met. The “Scenario B” referenced is discussed in the NRC document NUREG 1505. By contrast to “Scenario A”, “Scenario B” assumes that RAOs are met and places the burden of proof on the survey to show that RAOs are exceeded. In light of this difference, “Scenario A” is the generally preferred conservative method. If there are problems associated with instrumentation detection levels compared with background, other instrumentation (such as radionuclide-specific methods including in-situ gamma spectroscopy) should be considered, consistent with MARSSIM.	Comment by Paul Ritter: If the contractor wants to avoid using germanium detectors for in situ measurements, the ‘energy band’ method for interpreting NaI scintillator measurements (see Table 20 on p. 62 of HASL-258) could help them avoid variability introduced by Th+D and K-40 activity. The energy band method doesn’t require sophisticated equipment. I’m not sure how this would work with a collimated detector, but it might be worth checking out. The energy band method does assume a constant geometry and source distribution (see p. 25 of HASL-258), but that may not be a problem (see comment 7).





5.  Maximum cap thickness tested should be such that no decrease in radiation levels is observed with additional thickness of cap. It is not clear that starting with 14 inches and reducing cap thickness, as described, meets this objective. In addition, considering that the two instruments have different fields of view and sensitivities, it is not clear that both would reach the “no decrease” point at the same cap thickness. Consideration should be given to building the cap thickness up in increments, rather than starting at 14 inches and reducing it. Maximum cap thickness to be tested would be the thickness where neither instrument shows a decrease from the previous smaller thickness.	Comment by Paul Ritter: Why do we want to know ‘maximum cap thickness?’…
The capping soil will contain natural radioactivity, and as infinite thickness is approached, you’d expect the exposure rate above the cap to approach the exposure rate that existed above the location where the capping soil was obtained. Since you can’t tell whether the gamma radiation that generates the exposure rate above the cap originates in the cap or slag, it might be better to think about whether the exposure rate approaches that in the location from which the capping soil is taken. 





6.  EPA notes that the data obtained will provide an alternative to the “correlation” planned between HPIC and collimated sodium iodide measurements. Ra-226 concentrations will be obtained from lab analysis of the pad samples, as well as collimated sodium iodide detection measurements (in cpm) of the cap. These data sets can be used to develop a conversion factor from collimated sodium iodide cpm to Ra-226 pCi/g. This can be used to convert sodium iodide measurements to equivalent Ra-226 pCi/g which can then be compared to the risk-based concentration of 3.8 pCi/g Ra-226 equivalent to 1E-4 risk. The work plan should recognize the potential for this kind of alternative calibration of the collimated sodium iodide system.	Comment by Paul Ritter: If the risk assessment for FMC identified 3.8 pCi/g Ra-226 in surface soil (to some depth, or infinite depth?) as the RAO, then in situ gamma spectrometric measurements could be used to determine whether the equivalent of  3.8 pCi/g of Ra-226’ is present. Is this what was meant by ‘equivalent Ra-226’ in the previous sentence?

Interpretation of in situ measurements generally involves making assumptions about depth distributions of radionuclides, particularly if the goal is to estimate actual soil concentrations. Usually for natural K-40, U+D, and Th+D, it is assumed that the activity is uniformly distributed and infinitely thick. This condition may be approached by a cap on the order of a foot thick. If the Ra-226 RAO was derived assuming a uniform concentration in the surface soil, I think (need to discuss) that you can calculate ‘equivalent concentrations’ for comparison with the RAO assuming uniform depth profiles, regardless of the actual depth distribution. 





7. For the purposes of converting the risk-based increment of 2.8 uR/hr  to collimated sodium iodide counts per minute, the data obtained from the two systems on the uncovered slag test pad could also provide a basis for calibration. This would require subtraction of literature-obtained values for the cosmic component from the HPIC data. 	Comment by Paul Ritter: Since the RAO is also expressed in exposure rate, in situ methods could be used to directly measure the exposure rate caused specifically by Ra+D activity as described in HASL-300 (p. C-02-10), HASL-258, and EML-557 (p. 42) for HPGe spectra. This approach also is suggested (although not too clearly) in MARSSIM (see 'example' on p. 6-11). This would avoid variability caused by exposure contributions from Th series and K-40.  


The testing described therefore offers no fewer than three opportunities to relate collimated sodium iodide response to risk-based values at this site. It is recommended that all three methods be compared for uncertainty and conservatism as part of data analysis following the testing. This would require no changes to the testing protocol.











From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Morrison, Kay

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:31:53 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Hi, Kay. FYI-Jannine probably passed this along, but in Jonathan’s absence, just wanted to make
sure.

Are you guys thinking of having one at Fort Hall and one in Chubbuck? It’s a bit more work, but we
got a good turn-out at both locations for the FMIC PP so it is at least worth considering.

Will we be doing a fact sheet in conjunction? It would probably be a good idea...

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11™ and 12" work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&Il are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

THINK. SAFE. :\\:3}

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
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cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Monday, January 19, 2015 9:13:36 PM

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Williams. Jonathan; Albright, Rick

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 9:21:19 AM

Attachments: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments.doc
FYI

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 8:07 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Krista Sievers; Virginia Monsisco

Subject: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments

Good morning Beth, here is a revised copy with the information that should have been sent for the

3" QTR for FMC’s QPR. The other did not have the correct financial data included which was the
draft sent to Susan for her assistance to make sure we fully addressed EPA concerns. | took the
information you provided earlier and think that | have done as requested. Please let me know if this
meets your needs.

Thanks for also sending the documentation showing where Simplot is questioning costs. This helps
me better understand what is going on and why some of the concerns. We are looking forward to
working with you and your staff on these issues so we can try to ensure protection of human health
and the environment for future generations as well.

Have a great day.
Kelly
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			QUARTERLY PERFORMANCE REPORT


3rd QUARTER





			Tribe’s Name


			Shoshone-Bannock Tribes





			Tribal Environmental Contact Name


			Kelly Wright, Environmental Waste Management Program Manager





			Tribe’s Phone Number


			(208) 236-1049





			Grant Name


			Shoshone Bannock Tribes FMC Operable Unit Cooperative Agreement





			Grant Number and Project Period


			V-00J82801-0





			Reporting Quarter/Dates


			July 1, 2014 through September 30, 2014





			EPA’s Project Officer Name and Address


			Jonathan Williams


1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL -111


Seattle, WA 98101





			ENVIRONMENTAL WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM


Kelly Wright, Program Manager





			List Objective/Task from your Scope of Work, including targeted Completion Date


			Describe what activities were undertaken this quarter to accomplish this Task  (including status, summary,  accomplishments & if the task is on schedule)


			If you had problems, what corrective actions 


Did you take to resolve them?


			How much additional time and money are needed to complete this task?  If a new target completion date is proposed, please list.





			Task 1: Remedial Design, Remedial Action and Other Documents - reviewing, commenting and participating in oversight of the remedial design and construction activities.





			


			For the 3rd quarter, we received the following: Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase – July revision; Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase – September revision; Engineering Design Drawings – July version; Engineering Design Drawings – July version; Gamma Cap Modifications – August version; and Modification to Ambient Air and Dust Emission – September version.


The Tribes’ contractor spent 42 hours reviewing the drafts of the Remedial Action Work Plan received in July and September and provided comments to the Tribes which were transmitted to EPA on DATE. The Tribes’ contractor spent 72 hours reviewing several remedial design documents including Engineering Design received in August and the Dust Control and Ambient Air Monitoring Plan in September. Comments were provided to the Tribes which were reviewed by Tribal staff then transmitted to EPA on September 19th.  Contractor also spent 4 hours on reviewing and drafting Post Closure Comments and submitted those to EPA on September 29th.


			Tribal concerns with moving slag and Tribes requested G2G but told they already had one. Various letters went out addressing these concerns. Teleconference was scheduled for October to hear Tribal concerns.


			Additional hours will be needed to complete document reviews but no new resources will be requested until other labor hours are exhausted.





			Total Hours Spent = 118 hours used by the Contractor.  3.7 Staff hours for reviewing documentation provided by contractor on the RD/RA.



Resolution:  Activities assigned to Staff have been refocused to the Contractor Work plan estimates were underestimated. Expectations were higher than what the quality received so more time was needed.





			Task 2: Public Involvement - Provide updates to public, policy makers, and membership on current progress, issues and respond to questions





			


			No District lodge meetings were attended nor were the Program requested to present any information.


			None


			None





			


			Routine meetings with the Land Use Policy Commissioners and the Fort Hall Business Council monthly and on several occasions twice a month. LUPC very concerned with slag crushing and screening proposal.  Communications have been prepared to both Region 10 and HQ asking for a Government to Government Consultation. 



Hours: July - 4 hours for contractor and staff provided update information about the proposed RD/RA activities. August and September - 12 hours each month used by the contractor while staff used 8 hours monthly to prepare and discuss the modifications or activities associated with the RD/RA documents.


			None


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 28 hours used by the Tribal Contractor.  20 Tribal hours.


Resolution: Contractor hours have been exhausted. Additional hours will be needed to complete activities in the upcoming in the 4th quarters.  Tribal hours (76 hours) will be either spent or a modification made to provide additional hours for the consultant to assist with the 4th Quarters work with the various activities associated with the RD/RA.





			Task 3: UAO - All Ponds - CERCLA UAO continues to be focused on refining the framework for monitoring of toxic gasses at the RCRA Ponds and gas extraction and treatment, as necessary to protect human health and the environment of our homelands. 





			


			Pond 15S was still having increased levels of phosphine so additional extraction units were implemented.


			None


			None





			


			Weekly (#203 through #214) and Monthly (June, July and August) emails were received. Agency conference calls were routinely held and when issued were identified.  



Participation on the conference calls (July 16th, July 31st, August 11th, and September 9th).


Tribes provided comment on July 11th for Ponds 15S and 16S RIWP. Comment/resolution for the RIWPs (Ponds 15S and 16S) by FMC was provided on August 15th and was reviewed.


Pond visit was attended by both staff and contractor on September 26th.


Hours: 8 hours spent by the Consultant on the various Ponds having increased phosphine levels. Approximately 2 hour each month by the Consultant and staff for reviewing weekly, monthly update emails and teleconferences. 8 hours each for the Consultant and staff for the RCRA Pond Site visit and discussion with the new FMC RCRA RPM (Linda Meyer).  


			None


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 22 hours used by the Tribal Consultant.  14 hours Tribal hours were not charged to this CA but work was performed using an internal general funds.


Resolution: Remaining 104 contractor hours will be used in the remaining quarters depending upon the work allocation.  Tribal hours (208 hours) will be spent in the upcoming quarters working with the various activities associated with the RCRA Ponds UAO.





			Task 4: Monitoring Oversight - requested to be onsite during all remedial activities including but not limited to: reviewing, completing independent monitoring, and oversight.  





			


			Slag movement started September 22nd. Tribes continue to be in and around the FMC site during 3rd quarter. 



Hours: 10 used by the Contractor and 8 hours by staff for oversight.


			None


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 10 hours for Contractor. Tribal work was performed using internal general funds.


Resolution: 20 Consultant and 72 Staff hours will be used in the 4th quarter. 








			Task 5:  Project Management - Budget and resource management planning and coordination





			


			Finance records were evaluated and several journal vouchers were completed documenting the correct charges.


Hours: 16 used by staff


			In July, QPRs were not meeting EPA expectations so additional labor was needed to try and resolve them.  A conference call was held between EPA and the Tribes.


			Additional time was provided by EPA for the Tribes to resolve the problems and an additional 16 hours were needed to complete resolution.





			


			Additional hours were needed for revising the QPRs as specified by EPA. Met with Finance Department on August 29th to address comments made by EPA about discrepancies with the QPRs and participated in a conference call on Sept 3rd and 19th to discuss how these issues were resolved.



Vehicle was finally purchased in July. Another meeting was held on September 17 with Finance to check resolutions.


Hours: 40 hours by staff were used to try and correct issues identified by EPA RPM. 


			Additional hours were needed to address EPA comments on report being unacceptable.


			Staff spent time trying to amend making corrections.  Hours to complete have quarterly reports have significantly increased by at least 16 hours.





			Total Hours Spent = 56 hours for Tribal staff. Tribal work was performed using internal general funds.


Resolution: 24 Hours will be used in the remaining quarter depending upon the work allocation and approval of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd Quarter Reports.








			ENVIRONMENTAL WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM



Kelly Wright, Program Manager 


Comparison of Amount Budgeted vs. Amount Spent


Please describe how much you budgeted versus how much money you actually need to complete activities





			Total Grant Amount Awarded:



See Total Budget Period Cost block on Grant Award Agreement for this figure




			$68,114


			Amount Spent:



How much money have you actually spent?


			$38,375.37





			Funds Necessary to Complete this Project: 



How much money will it cost to complete this project?


			$29,738.63


			Unexpended Funds Remaining in the Grant:



How much money remains in your grant? 


			$29,738.63





			Funds Requested from EPA to Date:


Cumulative; what is the total amount requested from EPA?


			$38,375.37


			Amount & Date of Last Request for Reimbursement/Advance Payment?


			$11,060.80



To be drawn





			Additional Information & Comments





			








Note: 


Note: 



Month


Date Drawn

Amount



July


8/25/14


$11,960.26



August


9/15/14


$ 7,523.06  



September

To Be Drawn

$11,060.80


ATTACHMENT #1



Detailed Budget Information



			Description


			Date


			Cost





			Contractor


			14-Jul


			$5,381.25 





			 


			14-Aug


			$7,918.75 





			 


			14-Sep


			$2,275.00 





			Employee(s)


			14-Jul


			$1,161.21 





			 


			14-Aug


			$809.09 





			 


			14-Sep


			$873.80 





			Fringe


			14-Jul


			$267.78 





			 


			14-Aug


			$165.45 





			 


			14-Sep


			$189.96 





			Indirect


			14-Jul


			$374.25 





			 


			14-Aug


			$255.23 





			 


			14-Sep


			$278.60 





			Capital Asset


			14-Aug


			$1,100 





			3rd Quarter Total


			July - Sept 2014


			$21,050.37 





			Total to Date


			Jan – Sept 2014


			$38,375.37 








Attachment #2


Truck Justification Information Requested



This is reasonable for the FMC project.



Kevin 



________________________________________

From:

Kevin Rochlin | Superfund Remedial Project Manager  



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10



Office of Environmental Cleanup 



1200 6th Avenue, Suite 900, ELC-111 | Seattle, WA  98101



(206) 553-2106
(206) 553-0124 (fax)
rochlin.kevin@epa.gov


From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Rochlin, Kevin
Cc: Jennings, Jannine
Subject: FW: EMF Cooperative Agreements -- need for discussion on budget details



Kevin, here is the original request that was sent. I can provide additional details if needed.  We have not yet identified the specific vehicle yet but are working on it with our Property Department but they won’t let us move forward until we have been given approval by our funding sources.



Any way hope this helps and will keep everyone posted as we move forward.



Kelly



From: Kelly Wright 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 11:51 AM
To: 'Jennings, Jannine'
Cc: Rochlin, Kevin; Sheldrake, Beth
Subject: RE: EMF Cooperative Agreements -- need for discussion on budget details



Here is the justification as to why the Program is electing to purchase a vehicle rather than renting.  We also understand this would be a one-time shot and this cost would be removed in following years.  Only costs would become operation and maintenance costs.



Historical, the Tribes have rented a vehicle internally from the Tribes because at that time, we were not allowed to purchase vehicles.  We rented the same vehicle under a three year contract and was paying $1300 per month.  We re-entered into another three contract with this same vehicle at $1100 per month.  Tribes would not allow the Program to purchase a vehicle because they thought that we could only rent.  Doing some reviewing of the regulations, the federal government does allow for purchases as long as both sides understand the fact that no more monthly rentals can be requested from future resources since they assisted with purchasing one to begin with.



Program evaluated the need for another vehicle whether we purchased or rented it.  Based on the historical costs associated with renting and never being able to decrease costs over time, the Program decided the best interest for all was to purchase a new vehicle so resources could be wisely spent in other areas rather than rental.



As for the cost analysis, here is what I did for that.  I estimated the cost to be $40,000 then broke the cost down into two components.  One with tribal resources identified (56%) and the other coming from EPA grants (44%).  EPA resources being identified were: Brownfields Response Grant; UST DITCA; Simplot and FMC Cooperative Agreements.  The EWMP used the concept that the vehicle would be left in the possession of the Tribes so 56% would be contributed to us. We decided that 44% would be what EPA would be the amount requested.  This resulted in $17,700 being requested through EPA and the remaining $22,300 would be out of our internal Tribal resources.



From here, it was determined that the majority if the costs would be associated with the Response Grant so 60% of the cost was associated to this grant which resulted in $10,500.  The UST DITCA involves more mileage and monthly site visits across the Reservation so we used 28% which calculated out to be $5,000.  We considered the fact that the Off-Site component did not have much activity scheduled and costs would be divided by the two principle responsible parties, the remaining cost would be divided equally between the Simplot Cooperative Agreement and the FMC Cooperative Agreement.  Therefore, $2,200 was the remaining resources needed so $1,100 is what we asked for.



If the vehicle is significantly less than the estimated purchase of a new 4 wheel drive crew cab vehicle.  Our existing vehicle is a 1997 Chevy owned by the Program and is starting to develop some mechanical issues.  Eventually, the Program will retire this vehicle so that resources are not being wasted.



Let me know if you need additional details for our calculated costs.



Thanks



Kelly
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Gervais, Gregory

Cc: Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: USC events through 12-19-2014
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 3:55:16 PM
Attachments: imaqge002.png

USC121914.pdf
EMC USC Events-Quantities121914.xIsx

Importance: High

As discussed briefly last Friday, attached is the final report for the September-December grading
phase field season. The term “undocumented subsurface conditions” or USCs refers to debris with
P4 waste encountered when excavating and grading on site.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 10:37 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Cliff Merrill; Doug Tanner; Ed Greutert; susanh@ida.net; Kelly Wright; Scott Miller; David Heineck
Subject: USC events through 12-19-2014

Importance: High

Jonathan

Attached is the latest figure and table identifying the USCs through December 19, 2014. The site
was shutdown on December 20 and work will begin again March 2015.

Have a happy holiday season.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EB63580F70DD4D598779BB89417DEECC-WILLIAMS, JONATHAN

mailto:Gervais.Gregory@epa.gov

mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

mailto:McDonnell.Kimberlee@epa.gov
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Sheet1


			FMC Pocatello Undocumented Subsurface Conditions


			Date/Time (MST) Event Discovered			Event ID			Date/Time (MST) Event area released			Event Quantity in CY (not including sand)			Event Details





			10/01/14  (09:30)			USC-1			10/03/14 (08:30)			1.000			09:30 (MST) USC-1, occurred at NW Corner of RA-F in vicinity of Crusher Pad.  KW responded and chased area until limits of USC where identified, KW collected approximately 1 CY (not including cover sand) of material and staged it in the vicinity of USC covered it with sand and monitored. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/03/14  (12:00)			USC-2			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.750			12:00 (MST) USC-2 occurred at NE corner  of RA-F (adjacent to access road that runs between RA-F and Calciner Ponds). KW responded and chased limits  and collected approximately 0.75 CY of material and is stabilized in area of USC. USC  has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/6/14  (11:10)			USC-3			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.007			 11:10 (MST) USC-3 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C  where it was to be graded in as fill. It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made. KW was notified and coned off area.. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/6/14  (11:52)			USC-4			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.500			11:52 (MST) USC-4 occurred at SW Corner of RA-F (on top of slag pile). KW was notified and responded to the scene. This event did not burn out on its own, KW put it out with sand at 12:15 MST. Area of event is coned off. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (10:46)			USC-5			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.000			10:46 (MST) USC-5 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C just east of where USC-3 was deposited on 10/6/14. . It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made.  I was in area when this occurred, USC burned itself out in 1 minute.KW was notified and has arrived on the scene. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (12:04)			USC-6			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.500			At 12:04 (MST) USC-6 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C, SE of where USC-5 was deposited today. It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (15:10)			USC-7			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			15:10 (MST) USC-7 occurred at SW Corner of RA-F (on top of slag pile, 40’ south of USC-4). KW has responded to the scene and placed sand on USC to put out. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/8/2014  (14:23)			USC-8			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			14:23 (MST) USC-8 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C just west of where USC-3 was deposited on 10/6/14.  It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made.  The USC (a 2’ x 2’ carbon hearth block) stopped smoking by the time KW arrived on the scene. KW consolidated USC-8 with USC-5 and released area back to CB&I. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/8/14  (18:25)			USC-9			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.007			18:25 (MST) USC-9 occurred. USC-9 is located in RA-F (East side top of pile SW of where USC-2 occurred ). USC-9 Stopped smoking by the time KW arrived on the scene USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14 (10:04)			USC-10			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			10:04 (MST) USC-10 occurred. USC-10 is located in RA-F (West side top of slope ).  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (10:27)			USC-11			10/09/14  (17:30)			2.000			10:27 (MST) USC-11 occurred.  USC-11 is located in the valley of RA-F.  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (11:01)			USC-12			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			11:01 (MST) USC-12 occurred.  USC-12 is located in the valley of RA-F (at entrance on South end).  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (11:55)			USC-13			10/18/14 (16:10)			0.250			11:55 (MST) USC-13 occurred.  USC-13 is located in RA-F (Top of slag pile, West Side in an area that requires 23’ cut to meet grade) .  USC-13 is what KW is referring to as a “Tiger Pit Material” and is  the source of USC-11 and USC-12.  KW will delineate area.  CB&I has relocated load out operations 50’ south of USC-13. 


			10/10/14  (10:45)			USC-14			10/11/14  (12:00)			1.000			10:45 (MST) USC-14 occurred. USC-14 is located RA-G-South-1-Spent Carbon Rod Pile. KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/14/14 (15:25)			USC-15			10/14/14 (16:20)			0.007			15:25 (MST) USC-15 occurred.  USC-15 is located RA-H-East. KW delineated the scene  and identified (1) "briquette" of material and released area back to CB&I control @ 16:20 on 10/14.14.


			10/17/14 (16:04)			USC-16			10/17/14 (17:00)			0.007			At 16:04 (MST), USC-16 occurred.  USC-16 is located RA-F West (East slope of valley on North end).  KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. 


			10/20/14  (14:50)			USC-17			10/21/14 (10:00)			0.007			14:50 (MST), USC-17 occurred.  USC-17 is located RA-F West (East slope of valley on North end) and consists of (3) smokers in a 20’ area approximately 30’ up from toe of slope.  KW is currently responding to the scene.  


			10/20/14  (16:30)			USC-18			10/21/14 (15:00)			1.000			KW has identified and area on top slope RA-F West (east side slope north end), which could be possibly be the source for USC-17 and USC-16.  KW is delineating area and for tracking purposes this area will be identified as USC-18 (instead of continuation of the other events).


			10/22/14 (11:00)			USC-19			10/22/14 (11:31)			0.007			11:00 (MST),USC-19 occurred (event was quick and out in seconds).  USC-19 is located RA-F West-top of slag pile (event was quick and out in seconds).  KW responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-19, Cliff was onsite giving a tour with Tribal Environmental and Air Quality Reps at the time.


			10/22/14 (11:50)			USC-20			10/22/14 (14:30)			0.007			11:50 (MST),  USC-20 occurred (this event was quick one also).  USC-20 is located RA-F West-top of slag pile, approximately 10’ North of USC-19 (event was quick and out in seconds).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-20, Cliff Merrill  and  Tribal Environmental and Air Quality Reps were still onsite when this event occurred.


			10/23/14 (11:05) 			USC-21			10/23/14 (14:15)			0.500			11:05 (MST), USC-21 occurred.  USC-21 is located RA-H East.  KW is responding  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-21 by phone. 



			10/24/14 (13:25)			USC-22			10/24/14 (17:30)			0.750			13:25 (MST),  USC-22 occurred in RA-C , material being placed in RA-C is coming out of RA-F.  KW is responding  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-22 by phone.


			10/24/14 (14:00)			USC-23			10/25/14 (10:20)			0.300			14:00 (MST),USC-23 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-23 by phone.


			10/24/14 (15:15)			USC-24			10/24/14 (16:15)			1.000			15:15 (MST), USC-24 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW  responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-24 by phone.


			10/25/14 (16:10)			USC-25			10/25/14 (16:10)			0.250			14:45 (MST), on 10/25/14, USC-25 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW has responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-25 by phone. 


			10/27/14 (09:10)			USC-26			10/27/14 (09:40)			0.250			09:10 (MST), USC-26 occurred in RA-F (North end of the valley). KW has responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was onsite when this occurred and was notified of USC-26.


			10/27/14 (13:42)			USC-27			10/27/14 (16:15)			0.037			13:42 (MST),  USC-27 occurred (2) smokers in RA-F, (North end of valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-27 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (14:45)			USC-28			10/28/14 (12:15)			1.500			14:45 (MST),  USC-28  occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-28 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (15:20)			USC-29			10/28/14 (13:30)			0.037			15:20 (MST), USC-29 occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile-North end).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-29 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (15:49)			USC-30			10/27/14 (17:35)			0.037			15:49 (MST), USC-30 occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile-North end) approximately 20’ North of USC-29.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-30 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (16:50)			USC-31			10/27/14 (17:50)			0.055			16:50 (MST), USC-31 occurred in RA-F West, (North end of the valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-31 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (16:51)			USC-32			10/27/14 (18:00)			0.037			16:51 (MST), USC-32 occurred in RA-F West, (South end of the valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-32 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (14:10)			USC-33			10/28/14 (18:10)			0.019			14:10 (MST),USC-33 occurred in RA-F West, (top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-33 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (17:00)			USC-34			10/28/14 (17:25)			0.007			17:00 (MST), USC-34 occurred in RA-C.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-34 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (17:50)			USC-35			10/28/14 (18:10)			0.007			17:50 (MST),  USC-35 occurred in RA-C.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-35 by phone.  


			10/30/14 (13:40)			USC-36			10/30/14 (15:00)			0.037			13:40 (MST),USC-36 occurred in RA-G South 1.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-36 by phone.  


			10/30/14 (14:10)			USC-37			10/30/14 (15:20)			0.007			14:10 (MST), USC-37 occurred in RA-G South 1 (approximately 75’ SE of USC-36).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-37.  


			10/30/14 (15:25)			USC-38			10/30/14 (16:00)			0.007			15:25 (MST), USC-38 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-38


			10/31/14 (08:25)			USC-39			11/01/14 (11:57)			4.000			08:25 (MST) USC-39 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-39.  KW will continue with delineation on 11/1/14. KW removed approximately 11.9 CY  (including stabilization sand)of material from this area.


			10/31/14 (09:28)			USC-40			10/31/14 (14:50)			0.004			09:28 (MST),USC-40 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-40.  


			10/31/14 (13:50)			USC-41			11/01/14 (08:45)			0.500			13:50 (MST), USC-41 occurred in RA-G South 1.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-41.  KW will continue with delineation on 11/1/14.


			11/01/14 (12:44)			USC-42			11/01/14 (17:57)			0.500			12:44 (MST),USC-42 occurred in RA-F (top of slag pile, consisting of 3 smokers).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-42.  


			11/01/14 (15:15)			USC-43			11/01/14 (15:40)			0.007			15:15 (MST),USC-43 occurred in RA-F-Valley. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-43.  


			11/03/14 (08:12)			USC-44			11/03/14 (08:45)			0.004			08:12 (MST), on 11/03/14, USC-44 occurred in RA-F-Valley (South end). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-44.  


			11/03/14 (14:20)			USC-45			11/03/14 (14:45)			0.037			14:20 (MST), USC-45 occurred in RA-F-Valley (mid valley). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-45.  


			11/03/14 (15:45)			USC-46			11/04/14 (08:30)			0.007			15:45 (MST), USC-46 occurred in RA-F-Valley (North end). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-46.  KW did not find any USC material after delineating area.


			11/04/14 (13:45)			USC-47			11/04/14 (14:15)			0.000			13:45 (MST), USC-47 occurred in RA-F-Valley (mid-valley). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-47.  KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/04/14 (13:45)			USC-48			11/04/14 (14:15)			0.007			13:46 (MST), USC-48 occurred in RA-F-West (top of pile). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-48.  


			11/04/14 (16:25)			USC-49			11/04/14 (16:45)			0.007			16:25 (MST), USC-49 occurred in RA-F-Valley (North End). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-49.  


			11/05/14 (10:50)			USC-50			11/05/14 (13:30)			0.055			10:50 (MST), USC-50 occurred in RA-B, material being placed in RA-B is coming from RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to RA-B and investigated source area in RA-F. KW released areas at 13:25.Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 50.  


			11/05/14 (15:50)			USC-51			11/05/14 (16:05)			0.000			15:50 (MST), USC-51 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 51. KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/05/14 (16:35)			USC-52			11/06/14 (09:05)			1.000			16:35 (MST), USC-52 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area, KW will delineate on 11/6/14. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 52.  


			11/06/14 (10:40)			USC-53			11/06/14 (16:45)			12.000			10:40 (MST), USC-53 occurred in RA-F Valley. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 53.  


			11/06/14 (10:42)			USC-54			11/21/14 (17:00)			84.000			10:42 (MST), USC-54 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 54.  KW worked on delineating area through out the day on 11/7/14 and did not complete, KW will resume delineation on 11/8/14. Delineation of USC-54 was not completed on 11/8/14, to date approximately 30-35 CY of material was removed from event area, KW will resume with delineation on 11/10/14.


			11/06/14 (11:40)			USC-55			11/06/14 (13:10)			0.037			11:40 (MST), USC-55 occurred in RA-C (material came out of an End Dump which was loaded in RA-F). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 55.  



			11/07/14 (10:50)			USC-56			11/07/14 (11:30)			0.007			10:50 (MST),USC-56 occurred in RA-F West -South side on access ramp. The event when called in was reported as (1) smoker, when KW arrived on scene smoker was out. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 56.  


			11/08/14 (13:09)			USC-57			11/08/14 (13:40)			0.007			13:09 (MST), on 11/8/14, USC-57 occurred in RA-F Valley-North end.  KW responded  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 57.  Tim Whiteus informed the CM that he collected (2) nuggets slightly larger than a softball each from this event.


			11/10/14 (08:48)			USC-58			12/10/14 (12:00)			105.000			08:48 (MST), USC-58 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile).  KW responded  to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 58. Tim Whiteus stated that on initial assessment of area USC-58 is a larger area than USC-54 which is still being delineated. Delineation of this event was completed on 12/10/14.


			11/11/14 (10:29)			USC-59			11/11/14 (11:30)			0.007			10:29 (MST), USC-59 occurred in RA-F Valley (North end).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 59.  


			11/11/14 (14:59)			USC-60			11/11/14 (16:15)			0.000			14:59 (MST), USC-60 occurred in RA-F Valley (North end, material came from top of RA-F East).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-60.  KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/13/14 (16:00)			USC-61			11/14/14 (08:30)			0.037			16:00 (MST), USC-61 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile)  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-61.  


			11/18/14 (16:00)			USC-62			11/19/14 (11:40)			0.500			16:00 (MST), USC-62 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile, North end)  KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-62.  KW will delineate USC-62 on 11/19/14.


			11/18/14 (16:34)			USC-63			11/20/14 (16:00)			10.000			16:34 (MST),  USC-63 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end approximately 50 yards SW of USC-62. KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-63.  KW will delineate USC-63 on 11/19/14.


			11/19/14 (08:19)			USC-64			11/19/14 (11:40)			0.500			08:19 (MST), USC-64 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-64.  


			11/19/14 (15:02)			USC-65			11/19/14 (15:25)			0.007			15:02 (MST),  USC-65 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-65.  


			11/19/14 (16:05)			USC-66			11/19/14 (16:40)			0.007			16:05 (MST),USC-66 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-66.  


			11/20/14 (07:45)			USC-67			11/20/14 (10:30)			0.037			07:45 (MST),  USC-67 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, just north of USC-63, North end. KW was notified and responded to the scene and stabilized. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-67.  


			11/21/14 (13:52)			USC-68			11/21/14 (14:20)			0.007			13:52(MST), USC-68 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-68. 


			11/22/14 (08:21)			USC-69			11/22/14 (08:50)			0.037			08:21 (MST), USC-69 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene and stabilized. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-69.  


			11/22/14 (11:50)			USC-70			11/22/14 (12:10)			0.037			11:50 (MST), USC-70 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-70.  


			11/22/14 (15:35)			USC-71			11/26/14 (08:30)			18.000			15:35 (MST), USC-71 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile, in vicinity of where USC-54 was located.  KW is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-71.  KW released USC-71 0n 11/26/14.


			11/25/14 (16:20)			USC-72			11/25/14 (16:40)			0.019			16:20 (MST), USC-72 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile NW corner.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-72.  


			11/26/14 (10:29)			USC-73			11/26/14 (12:00)			0.037			10:29 (MST), USC-73 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-73.  


			12/01/14 (10:29)			USC-74			12/01/14 (17:00)			0.111			14:30 (MST),  USC-74 occurred in RA-F (west side of the valley approximately 10’ from toe of slope), dozer was pushing material from the top of RA-F West .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-74.  


			12/02/14 (08:00)			USC-75			12/02/14 (08:30)			0.007			08:00 (MST), USC-75 occurred in RA-F (west side of the valley approximately 100’ south of north end and  20’ from toe of slope), dozer was pushing material from the top of RA-F West .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-75.  


			12/02/14 (13:20)			USC-76			12/02/14 (16:50)			0.007			13:20 (MST), USC-76 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile) .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-76.  


			12/04/14 (14:54)			USC-77			12/04/14 (15:30)			0.007			14:54(MST), USC-77 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile) .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-77.  


			12/09/14 (15:20)			USC-78			12/10/14 (08:30)			0.007			15:20 (MST), USC-78 Occurred in RA-F West. KW has responded and removed a 4"x4"x3" piece. KW will delineate and search for more material. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-78.  


			12/10/14 (10:19)			USC-79			12/15/14 (15:45)			170.000			10:19 (MST), on 12/10/14, USC-79 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile, top of west slope in vicinity of where USC-78 occurred).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-79.  


			12/12/14 (08:20)			USC-80			12/12/14 (08:35)			0.007			08:20 (MST),USC-80 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile, in the area where USC-58 occurred).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-80. 


			12/12/14 (08:55)			USC-81			12/12/14 (09:00)			0.007			08:55 (MST),USC-81 occurred in RA-F West Slope of Valley (material dozer pushed from top of RA-F).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-81.  


			12/12/14 (09:03)			USC-82			12/12/14 (09:20)			0.007			09:03 (MST), USC-82 occurred in RA-F  Valley North end.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-82.  


			12/12/14 (11:20)			USC-83			12/12/14 (11:30)			0.000			11:20 (MST), USC-83 occurred in RA-B (material being placed is from top of slag pile RA-F East).  KW  has responded to the scene Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-83.  KW reported that they could not locate any material to recover from this event. 


			12/12/14 (13:40)			USC-84			12/12/14 (14:15)			0.007			13:40 (MST),  USC-84 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile in vicinity of USC-80).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-84.  


			12/13/14 (08:19)			USC-85			12/13/14 (10:30)			0.045			08:19 (MST), USC-85 occurred in RA-B (material that is being placed is coming from RA-F East top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-85.  


			12/13/14 (11:34)			USC-86			12/13/14 (12:00)			0.007			11:34 (MST), USC-86 occurred in RA-F East, top of slag pile in NW corner where dozers are pushing. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-86.  


			12/19/14 (07:30)			USC-87			12/19/14 (16:00)			0.000			07:30  (MST), 12/19/14, USC-87 -RA-C requires a cut to meet grade, within the cut is an abandoned Phossy Water Line. KW will be on scene throughout the day responding and investigating pipe that is exposed during grading operations and relocating pipe to USC holding area as necessary. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-87.  CB&I exposed Phossy water line intact and KW will demo at future date.








									Total CY not including stabilization sand=			419.51
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From: Sheldrake. Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA - FW: FMC weekly from Jonathan
Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 8:59:50 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region-10
Office’of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund-Site Cleanup Unit #1

p::206:553.0220:| ¢:206:890-1827-| sheldrake.beth@epa:gov

From: Blocker, Shawn

Sent: Thursday, January 15, 2015 7:58 AM
To: Sheldrake, Beth

Subject: FMC weekly from Jonathan

FMC OU of EMEF Site (near Pocatello, ID):

Meeting January 12 with Grants Program Manager, Simplot OU RPM, and ECL Unit
Manager about EMF Cooperative Agreements for 2015 with Shoshone-Bannock Tribes.

EPA HQ likely to forward contract extension option information provided to them Dec. 22 to
Booze Allen Hamilton sometime this week.

Comments on Jan. 6 SBT Cooperative Agreement Work Plan sent to Tribes January 12.

IDEQ comments on EPA draft comments to Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum reviewed;
future call with EPA Health Physicist needed to resolve.

Shawn Blocker

Unit Manager

Site Cleanup Unit 3
Remedial Cleanup Program
U.S. EPA Region 10

1200 6th Avenue, Suite 900
Seattle, WA 98101

Wk: (206) 553-4166
Cell: (206) 321-0466
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Visit To Seattle
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 1:54:47 PM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:16 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,
Attending the meeting on January 14 are:

Barry Crawford
Vice President of Operations
Bob Forbes
Director, EHS, Remediation, Governance
Liz Davis
Director, Government Affairs
Elliott Laws
Consultant

John Stillmun, Assoc General Counsel for Environment, is also in town and he
can join us if appropriate.

Bob and I will be in to see you tomorrow at 12:30 and Rob Hartman can be
available by conference call if we can open a line.

Best,
Liz

Lizanne H. Davis
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Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 3:24 PM

To: Lizanne Davis
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Hi, Liz. Can you confirm the names and titles of everyone from FMC who will be attending the

January 14t meeting with Dennis McLerran?

Thanks!

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | ¢: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Llizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:58 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,

Let’s go with 12:30-1:30. Bob and I look forward to meeting with you.
Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
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202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:59 AM

To: Lizanne Davis; Williams, Jonathan
Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Hi, Liz. | believe Jonathan is going to be out of town that week and will miss our meeting. | would be

available from 12:30 to 1:30, 2:30 — 3:30, or 4 — 5 pm on January 13" | can arrange for a meeting
room at our offices.

Let me know if any of those times might work for you.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Llizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 10:41 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth and Jonathan,
Bob Forbes and | would like to visit with you January 13 to provide a

pre-briefing prior to our appointment on January 14", Please let me
know if this works with your schedules, as Bob and | will then make
travel plans.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001
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202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings, Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:46:15 PM

Attachments: EMC 2015 workplan - EPA edits 1-12-15.doc

Thanks for the resubmittal of the Cooperative Agreement Work Plan in response to EPA comments
of Dec. 12, 2014. Attached in redline/strikeout are remaining comments to be addressed on the
Work Plan.

EPA has accepted the SBT proposal for maximum onsite hours although it appears too high. EPA
expects to have onsite representation about 40 hours each week when remedial action construction
is occurring. That amounts to a total of about 1400 hours for the period of March through
December.

Note that I've suggested revising the Cooperative Agreement activity date to begin February 1,
2015. This assumes that the Work Plan can be resubmitted soon along with the Grant Application.
No costs can be covered for 2015 until the Cooperative Agreement has been approved.

Beth Sheldrake has agreed to cover for me on this aspect of the FMC OU in my absence the next
couple of weeks. Feel free to contact her at (206) 553-0220 with any questions you might have.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:35 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Virginia Monsisco

Subject: 2015 FMC CA

Dear Mr. Williams:

Attached you will find the Tribes 3rd submittal based on EPA comments for the Cooperative
Agreement. As you will see, the Tribes accepted many changes but not all. We are very
concerned EPA is describing the level of effort and work the Tribes can do through this
Cooperative Agreement despite our communications with you.

I have amended the scheduled date for submittals to reflect realistic time frames.
I have broken out Tasks listed in Task 1 to reflect your preferred submittal however, please be
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2015 FMC Operable Unit



Cooperative Agreement Work Plan


Summary of the Project


In accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, Section 104, the Shoshone Bannock Tribes are submitting their 2015 Cooperative Agreement Work Plan. The work plan addresses activities necessary for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the 2013 Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC to implement the 2012 Interim Record of Decision Amendment (IRODA), and UAO for response actions at the RCRA ponds.  These activities are limited to: Providing EPA with comments on FMC submittals and related technical documents, observing EPA oversight of FMC on-site work with EPA, and communication, both internal and external, regarding CERCLA UAO implementation.


Activities described in the work plan will be conducted in accordance with Section 104, of CERCLA, as amended; and will be executed by the Shoshone Bannock Tribes Environmental Waste Management Program.


This narrative and scope of work includes tasks, deliverables and budget that have been defined for this program. The task specific scope of work identifies the anticipated activity and projected due dates for calendar year 2015 ( February 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015).



EASTERN MICHAUD FLATS


Background:



The Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site covers approximately 2,530 acres northwest of Pocatello, Idaho. It includes two adjacent phosphate ore processing facilities. The former FMC Corporation operated a facility from the early 1940’s until December 2001. The J.R. Simplot Company Don Plant is still an active facility. 


This site consists of three operable units:  FMC OU, Simplot OU and Off-Plant property. The FMC OU is the former FMC elemental phosphorus manufacturing plant, consisting of approximately 1,450 acres in southeastern Idaho, northwest of Pocatello, most of which is on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation.  


FMC began processing phosphate ore and manufacturing elemental phosphorus at its plant in 1949 and continued until the plant ceased operations in December 2001.


Ignitable-reactive elemental phosphorus, gamma radiation, heavy metals and other hazardous substances from uncontrolled reactions within the soils are in FMC OU soils and groundwater as described in the IRODA and supporting technical documents. The interim remedy selected in the IRODA of September 27, 2012 signed by EPA is being implemented at the FMC OU through the UAO issued to FMC in 2013. While the Tribes did not concur with the 2012 IRODA they remain committed to ensure FMC compliance with the 2013 UOA to implement the IRODA. 


FMC continues work at the site as required by the UAO to implement the Remedial Design (RD) and Remedial Action (RA), and provides an updated project schedule monthly. This Work Plan is based upon that anticipated work occurring as scheduled.


EPA has committed to providing field oversight. Tribes expect to accompany EPA representatives during oversight of work performed at the FMC site during field and construction seasons. 


EPA issued a CERCLA UAO in 2010 for extraction and treatment of the phosphine gas at the RCRA Ponds.  Extraction is on-going under the UAO.



Task 1: Review of Remedial Design and Remedial Action Submittals. 


Provide review of RD/RA submittals to ensure Tribal trust resources and issues are addressed.  The FMC RD/RA deliverables anticipated, Tribal level of effort expected, and date comments are due to EPA are shown in the tables below for the soil and groundwater interim remedies.  


Field observation with EPA to ensure that FMC response actions are consistent with approved plans is accounted for in Task 4.


Each quarter, the specific activities accomplished will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Scheduled RD/RA Work – Tribes will provide written and/or verbal comments on FMC UAO submittals to EPA.  The RD/RA submittals scheduled for 2015 are shown below with corresponding estimates of hours needed to review each one and provide comments to EPA.  This list is current as of December 2014 but may change in accordance with the updated project schedule issued each month by FMC for EPA approval. Likewise, the dates for Tribal comments are based upon EPA receipt several days before providing comments to FMC.  Accordingly, those dates may change if the project schedule is adjusted.


Soil Remedy RD/RA Submittal and Date

SBT Review Hours    Due Date



Gamma Cap WP Amendment

12/12/14

40

January 12


Pre-Final RD Soil Capping

1/16/15
  
80

March 10


Draft Soil Cap RAWP


1/16/15

80

March 10


Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report
4/10/15

40

May 10


Final RD Soil Capping

4/10/15

90

May15 5


Final ICIAP



4/10/15

90

June  1


Final Gamma Cap WPA Report
5/22/15

50

June  1


Groundwater Remedy RD Submittal and Date
SBT Review Hours
Due Date



30 Percent RD Package

1/6/15


90

March 6


60 Percent RD Package

4/10/15

90

June 10



Pre-Final RD Package


8/5/15


90

October 5


Draft RAWP



8/5/15


90

October 5


Final RD Package


11/3/2015

90

December 3


Final RAWP



11/3/15

90

December 3


Environmental Waste Management Staff and contractors will work on this project including the Program Manager, Waste Activities Coordinator, Environmental Scientists, Attorney and contractor.  Individuals working on this project have expertise in hazardous waste management, risk identification, assessment, tribal risk scenarios, resource protection, groundwater and waste technologies, superfund and RCRA process, environmental science and engineering, remedial investigations, feasibility studies, sampling, and oversight.   


Task 2: Public Involvement – Communications.



Provide updates to public, policy makers, and membership on current progress, issues and respond to questions, concerns if any. 


Level of effort includes coordination with policy leaders on a regular basis and with departments and community meetings as requested.   Fort Hall Reservation is comprised of 5 Districts.  Regularly scheduled monthly meetings have been established to allow tribal members an opportunity for updates regarding environmental and other issues impacting their resources. Attendance at these meetings requires an added level of effort and resources for staff and contract employees.  This is a complex project that requires an increased level of effort to prepare for meetings and follow- up response. 


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Task 3: RCRA Ponds CERCLA UAO 


Since 2006 FMC has been required to perform tasks at their RCRA ponds per a CERCLA UAO.  This task is for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC for response actions at the RCRA ponds.   The activities anticipated under this task include review of weekly reports submitted by FMC, review of monthly reports submitted by FMC, participation in monthly conference calls with FMC, EPA, and IDEQ, and accompanying EPA representatives conducting oversight of RCRA ponds work on site.  


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Performance Report.  The Quarterly Performance Reports will include the number of hours spent on individual activities.  The QPR will also identify costs expended for this task separately from the other tasks as EPA will be recovering Task 3 costs under the RCRA Ponds UAO  



Task 4: Field Observational Monitoring of Response Actions 


Tribes have requested to be onsite with EPA representatives during remedial activities.  Initial estimates are based on EPA on-site oversight contractors working 40 hours per week.  The Tribes expect to have representatives  on-site with EPA during work activities.  During field seasons this may increase in relationship to activities at the site.   





Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent with EPA representatives observing response actions on site.


Task 5:  Project Management.


Quarterly reporting (Reports will be submitted no later than 60 days following end of quarter) Budget and resource management planning and coordination will require resources. 


The Tribes require approximately 8 hours a month to track financial resources Level of effort will be dependent upon the amount of work performed during the quarter; detailed reports must include the number of hours associated with each action taken. 


Estimates based on expectations for each task and compared to historical labor with comparable activities.



Staff from the EWMP expected to perform this work are the Environmental Coordinator, Technical Records Specialist, and Program Manager. 



			SBT Estimated Hours – East Michaud Flats - FMC OU


Soil Remedy


			Contractor Hours





			Task 1. Review of Documentation


			250


			220





			Gamma Cap WP Amendment


			20


			20





			Pre-Final RD Soil Capping


			40


			40





			Draft Soil Cap RAWP


			40


			40





			Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report


			20


			20





			Final RD Soil Capping


			50


			40





			Final ICIAP


			50


			40





			Final Gamma Cap WPA 


			30


			20





			Groundwater Remedy RD


			?


			?





			Task 2:  Public Involvement/ Communications


			124


			80





			Sub-Task I. Regular Quarterly District Meetings (5 Districts) 


			60


			40





			Sub-Task II. Monthly communication with Policy Makers


			64


			40





			Task 3:  UAO’s


			208


			136





			Sub-Task I. Gas Extraction


			96


			60





			Sub-Task II. Long term monitoring 


			72


			48





			Sub-Task III. Other Events As Defined


			40


			28





			Task 4:  Monitoring Oversight


			1755


			585 





			Task 5:  Project Management


			80


			





			Sub-Task I. Drawdowns


			48


			





			Sub-Task II. Quarterly Reporting


			32


			





			Total Hours


			2417


			1021 








			SBT Estimated Costs – Eastern Michaud Flats - FMC OU





			Personnel


			$62,263.61





			Fringe Benefits


			$19,614.78 





			


			





			Supplies


			$2,592.29





			Contractual - Contractor (1021 hours at $90.12/hour)


			$92,012.52





			Indirect Charges


			$19,650.81





			Other Expenses


			 





			Total


			$ 196,134
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advised the hours are estimated.
I have not accepted the changes to hours you prescribed for oversight. The Tribes expect to

accompany EPA and be present at all Times FMC will be doing work at the site.

I have retained consultation time under Task 2. The Shoshone-Bannock Tribes FHBC, Land
Use Policy Commission have retained consultation and expect updates to both policy makers
and general membership by staff an consultants. Because EPA chooses to utilize BAH and

other consultants for specific tasks does not require the Tribes do the same.

I hope | have answered your questions adequately so we can move forward on this Workplan

Thanks
Kelly C. Wright






From:

To: Kelly Wright

Ce: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings. Jannine; Albright. Rick; Woods. Jim; Williams. Jonathan; Zokan. Jim; Solis. Ricardo; Arnold Appeney; Krista Sievers; Steve Hagler
Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Date: Thursday, January 15, 2015 12:21:13 PM

Attachments: 2014-12-23 Letter to EPA - Resolution of Dispute re Bill No. 2701426S006....pdf

RE Simplot .msg
FMC 2015 workplan - EPA edits 1-12-15.doc

Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014-sh.dog
CostResponse11-6-14.pdf

Hi, Kelly.

| have reviewed your revisions to your work plan and they appear to address the latest set of comments Jonathan provided on Monday. With respect to the
funds for “travel” and “other expenses,” | think Jonathan suggested eliminating the $4,200 and $600, respectively, from your budget table because there is
no mention of either of these items in the work plan. Since the FMC site is in Pocatello and it is my understanding that meetings are typically done over
the phone or in Pocatello, | am not sure what travel expenses may be required. However, if you believe travel will be necessary to implement the work
plan, please articulate your assumptions/rationale under the appropriate task. | am not well versed on issues surrounding the federal government funding
light refreshments under grants, but if you believe that is allowable, please articulate in Task 2 Public Involvement — Communications your
assumptions/rationale regarding providing light refreshments at your public meetings. | also notice that in your cost tables you have question marks (“?”)
in the columns for “Groundwater Remedy RD” for both tribal staff and contractor, but have hour estimates included in the text of Task 1. Did you intend
to request hours for the Groundwater Remedy RD document review? With these minor adjustments, please submit your full grant application paperwork
to our Grants Office so we may begin the processing ASAP.

With respect to Simplot and the Off Plant, Jannine is reviewing the revised work plans she received last week and hopes to get the Simplot input to you by
the end of this week. Due to workload issues including travel to Fort Hall early next week, you likely will not receive input on the Off-Plant until later next
week.

With respect to the Simplot cost dispute, the only Tribal request for documentation EPA is aware of is an email from Susan Hanson to Jannine Jennings on

Monday, January 12t Jannine responded to that email the same day providing the letter received from Simplot articulating their informal dispute (letter
from Simplot dated September 29, 2014). | have attached that email exchange for your information as well as the letter EPA sent Simplot in response to
their informal dispute letter. | don’t know where the confusion may have arisen in your discussions with Simplot, but they were disputing IDEQ and

Shoshone-Bannock Tribes’ costs as the attached documentation clearly indicates. On December 24”‘, Simplot dropped their informal cost dispute (see
attached letter).

Jannine and | would be happy to meet with you next week to discuss the cooperative agreements. To help facilitate a meeting, Jannine and | are willing to
change our return travel plans such that we could meet with you Wednesday afternoon, maybe around 2 pm? Please let us know as soon as possible
when and where you would like to meet so we can adjust our travel plans accordingly.

| am happy to hear you received the original letter signed by Rick Albright on December 239, As | mentioned in my email last week, we had an
administrative error and we apparently did not retain a copy of the letter for our records. Further, in the rush of the holidays, our administrative staff
could not confirm with 100% certainty that the letter had indeed been mailed to you after Rick signed it. That uncertainty prompted my inquiry to you last
week to confirm that you had indeed received it. When | didn’t hear back from you, we went ahead and had Rick re-sign the letter and | emailed a pdf of it
to you and staff in your Finance Office. Given the importance of the letter, | wanted to ensure you had indeed received it. Apparently you have now
received the original letter and the re-signed version which may bear a slightly different looking date stamp. | apologize for the confusion our

administrative error caused. The content of the original letter signed on Dec 23" and the letter re-signed by Rick was exactly the same.

| understand the Tribes’ frustrations related to the cooperative agreement. Considerable time has been spent by both EPA and the Tribes in an attempt to
secure the necessary documentation. | believe EPA has been clear and consistent in communicating our concerns as well as the information that must be
contained on the QPRs to support costs expended by the Tribes under the cooperative agreements.

As a summary of the history of EPA’s concerns related to these cooperative agreements, EPA received both Q1 and Q2 QPRs for the FMC, Simplot and Off-

Plant QPRs on July 21°t and 22M Receipt of these QPRs followed a July 18, 2014 letter from EPA reminding the Tribes that we had yet to receive the Q1
QPR for Simplot and Off Plant which were due on April 30, 2014 (we had also not received the FMC Q1 QPR). On August 26, 2014, | sent you a letter
outlining our specific concerns with both the quality of the submitted QPRs on all three Eastern Michaud Flats operable units as well as our need for
documentation showing that costs on the QPRs were consistent with draw-down requests from your Finance Office. This request for financial
documentation was prompted by what appeared to be a significant disconnect between the QPRs and the draw-down requests at that time. This letter
referenced similar concerns raised in the 2011 Limited Scope Administrative and Financial Review as well as the September 2013 Advanced Post Award
Monitoring review. Attached to that letter were specific and detailed comments on each of the QPRs for FMC, Simplot, and the Off-Plant.

Q1 and Q2 QPRs were resubmitted by the Tribes on September 29 but unfortunately the vast majority of EPAs concerns were not addressed. On October
15, 2014, | sent you another letter re-articulating our concerns and providing an extended deadline to resubmit the QPRs addressing our concerns. The
Tribes also did not provide any documentation to show that costs reported on QPRs were consistent with draw-down requests and thus this request was
also repeated. Upon the Tribes’ request following receipt of our letter, EPA participated in a conference call with you and the Tribes’ Finance Office on
October 23, 2014, where we answered questions regarding our comments and concerns with the QPRs and we also discussed, at length, our need for
additional financial documentation. During that call, we were told that the requested financial documentation couldn’t be provided for Q1 and Q2, but Q3
QPRs would include the additional financial documentation EPA requested. EPA received revised Q1 and Q2 and the new Q3 QPRs on October 20th,
Following EPA’s review of the re-submitted Q1 and Q2 QPRs which again failed to fully address our concerns as well as the Q3 which did not include any
additional financial documentation, the Superfund program made the decision to place the new 2015 grants in a programmatic high-risk category. This

decision was the subject of Mr. Albright’s letter to you dated December 23", This decision was not reached lightly as this designation requires additional
work for both the Tribes and EPA. However, we felt it was necessary to protect both EPA and the Tribes and would help provide the necessary framework
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Svend A. Brandt-Erichsen

. A 206.292.2611
December 2.), 2014 svendbe@martenlaw.com

Via U.S. Mail

Jannine Jennings

US EPA REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue
Mail Code: ECL-113
Seattle, WA 98101

RE:  DJ#90-7-1-8891/1
Resolution of Dispute Regarding Bill No. 270142650065

Dear Ms. Jennings:

Thank you for providing backup documentation for EPA’s Bill No. 270142680065 for
government response oversight activities at the EMF-Simplot Site (the “Bill™), as well as the
December 1, 2014 conference call to discuss the I.R. Simplot Company’s (“Simplot”) objections
to the portion of the Bill reflecting costs incurred by the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and Idaho
DEQ under EPA cooperative agreements and EPA’s related indirect costs.

Simplot has now had an opportunity to review the documents you provided. Particularly helpful
were the Idaho DEQ’s and Shoshone-Bannock Tribes® work plans, which provided some
explanation of the activities encompassed by the contested portion of the Bill and how they relate
to the EMF-Simplot Site.

Based on review of the backup documentation, Simplot withdraws its objection to the contested
portion of the Bill. In doing so, Simplot does not concede that the costs incurred by the State and
the Tribes were consistent with the NCP, or that EPA is entitled to charge indirect costs on costs
that are incurred by states or tribes under cooperative agreements. Simplot will, however,
release the funds that have been held in escrow while this dispute has been pending.

Simplot does request that EPA provide copies of the Idaho DEQ and Shoshone-Bannock Tribes’
Cooperative Agreement Work Plans for 2014 and 2015. EPA’s billing statements do not provide
sufficient information regarding tasks proposed or performed by the State or the Tribes to
evaluate whether those tasks actually relate to the EMF-Simplot Site and are consistent with the
National Contingency Plan. Simplot also remains concerned about the potential for double
billing under its separate cost recovery agreement with Idaho DEQ.

{00439808.DOCX /1 }







Jannine Jennings
US EPA Region 10
Page 2

For the same reasons, Simplot also requests an opportunity to review the work plans for 2016
when they are being developed. Simplot is afforded this opportunity under other EPA consent
decrees, and should be afforded the same courtesy for future work plans related to the EMF-
Simplot Site.

Sincerely,

Svend A. Brandt-Erichsen

(v Alan Prouty (Simplot)
Joan C. Shirley (EPA)

100439808.DOCX /1}









RE: Simplot ?


			From


			Jennings, Jannine


			To


			susanh@ida.net


			Cc


			kwright@sbtribes.com Wright; Virginia Monsisco


			Recipients


			susanh@ida.net; kwright@sbtribes.com; vmonsisco@sbtribes.com





Susan,





When we provided Simplot with this year's cost reimbursement bill, they replied with a letter seeking additional information on costs incurred for the State and Tribal Cooperative Agreements (attached).  We provided them with our standard documentation for those costs and had a phone call where we discussed those costs and presented our process for negotiating those agreements with the Tribes and State.  Following review of the information sent and that received during the call, Simplot decided not to formally dispute the costs and have since made their payment in full.  





Kelly is aware of EPA's concerns regarding the quality of the documentation provided by the Tribes for the Cooperative Agreements with the Tribes.  If you would like further information on that matter, please talk to him.





Jannine





Jannine Jennings


EPA Remedial Project Manger


206-553-2724


jennings.jannine@epa.gov





-----Original Message-----


From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net] 


Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 12:51 PM


To: Jennings, Jannine


Cc: kwright@sbtribes.com Wright; Virginia Monsisco


Subject: Re: Simplot ?





I understand Simplot is/was ? Tribal costs and information within the quarterly reports.  In addition, Bill Bacon said this was brought up in the monthly Kevin Schanilec call.  Just trying to understand what the questions are surrounding. 





Susan











On Jan 12, 2015, at 8:17 AM, "Jennings, Jannine" <Jennings.Jannine@epa.gov> wrote:





> Susan,


> 


> I need some context in order to address your question.  I'm not sure what document you are referring to.


> 


> Jannine


> 


> Jannine Jennings


> EPA Remedial Project Manger


> 206-553-2724


> jennings.jannine@epa.gov


> 


> -----Original Message-----


> From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net] 


> Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 11:43 AM


> To: Jennings, Jannine; kwright@sbtribes.com Wright


> Cc: Virginia Monsisco


> Subject: Simplot ?


> 


> Jannine,


> 


> If I may ask, what exactly is Simplot ? on Tribal costs, work for 2013 and 2014? 


> 


> Susan 








Simplot Payment 10-6-14.pdf
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V

-dy JR. SIMPLOT COMPANY  ONE CAPITAL CENTER 995 MAFWSTRERT 1300
i, P.O.BOX 27 BOISE, IDAHO 83707  (208) 336-2110  FAX (8¢ 3 5 EVE D

CORPORATE HEADQUARTERS 007 1454
OFFICE of
October 6, 2014 ENVIRONMENT AL CLEANUP

SENT VIA CERTIFIED MAIL #7011 0470 00024792 9867
~ RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

US Environmental Protection Agency
Superfund Payments

Cincinnati Finance Center

PO Box 979076

St. Louis, MO 63197-9000

Re: Site 105Y & 10D2, Eastern Michaud Flats — Simplot
Bill No: 270142650065
Docket No: 99-296-E-BLM

Dear Sir or Madam:

Enclosed is a cashier's check for the amount of $174,417.72. This payment is for
recovery costs incurred by the US Environmental Protection Agency for response
oversight activity performed under CERCLA for billing period 6/1/13 to 5/31/14. Please
reference DOJ Case No: 90-7-1-889/2 and the site numbers, bill number and docket
number referenced above.

Simplot is disputing $48,182.61 of the costs, as per instructions in section 52 of the
Remedial Design/Remedial Action Consent Decree, these funds have been placed in
an interest-bearing escrow account.

Please contact me if at 208.389.7365 if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
6«@0%\::
)
Alan L. Prouty
Vice President, Sustainability & Regulatory Affairs

Enclosures










Joseph Penwell, Finance Section, US EPA Region 10
Jannine Jennings, US EPA Region 10

Chief, Environmental Enforcement Section, Washington DC
Brad Marten, Marten Law Group

Sheila Bush, J.R. Simplot Company

Buri Ackerman, J.R. Simplot Company

Monty Johnson, J.R. Simplot Company

o’









"

REMITTANCE COPY

l

' BILL NO

i BILL FOR COLLECTION 170142650065

‘ ravi M. Alan Prouty, Project Coordinator DATE

| J.R. Simplot Company SFe 2 1814

| P.O. Box 27 AMOUNT OF PAYMENT

' Baise, ID 83707-0027 $222.600.33
DESCRIPTION - COST RECOVERY IFOR SUPERFUND SITE AMOUNT

Site 105Y, EMF-Simplot
Bill No. 270142680065
Docket No. 99-296-E-BLW $222.600.33

~ Please remit your payment to avoid additional charges. Pavment

: must be received within 30 DAYS of receipt of this bill. Please allow
five business days for US Bank to process your payment. The
teurrent interest rate is 0.81% Jor Superfund.

, Please reference on your check: Bill No., Docket No., and Site No.
i Make your check or money order payable o EPA Hazardous
; Substance Superfund.
Send payment 1o the following address:
US Environmental Protection Agency
Superfund Payments
Cincinnati Finance Center
PO Box 979076
St. Louis, MO 63197-9000

|
! ! Do not send cash
! Allow 5 days for processing

j Please direct your inquiries regarding this bill to the site manager
Jannine Jennings at (2063 5533-2724 or the siic attorney Andy Boyd at
(206} 553-1222.

IMPORTANT: A receipt will be issued for all cash remittances and for all other remittances TOTAL AMOLNT DLE

when required by applicable procedures. Failure to receive a receipt for cash payment should be
promptly reported to the bureau of office (send payment 10} shown above, §222,600.33
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September 29, 2014

Via U.S. Mail

Janninc Jennings
USEPA REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenug
Muail Code: ECL-113
Seattle, WA 98101

RE: DJ#90-7-1-8891/1
Objection to Bill No. 270142650065 and Notice of Dispute

Dear Ms. Jennings:

I am writing on behall of thc J.R. Simplot Company (“Simplot”) to object to certain costs
included in Bill No. 270142650065 (ihe “Bill"} from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
("EPA™) for government response oversight activities at the EMF-Simplot (105Y) Site (the
~Site”). Pursuant lo §XVI, 954 of EPA's Remedial Design/Remedial Action Consent Decree
with Delendant J.R. Simplot Company (“Consent Decree™), Simplot hereby contests payment of
$48,182.61 of the aforementioned bill. This letter also serves as a written Notice of Dispute
through which Simplot initiates the informal dispute resolution procedures set forth in §XIX, %64
of the Consent Decree.

Simplot specifically objects to the amounts in the Bill charged for State Cooperative Agreement
("SCA’™) expenditures concerning the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and the Idaho Department of
Environmental Quality (“Idaho DEQ™), as well as the indirect costs levied by EPA for both sets
of thesc charges.

Alleged Direct Costs under State Cooperative Agreements

Simplot objects io the inclusion in the Bill of a total of $37,855.61 in alleged dlrect costs under
EPA’s cooperative agreements with the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and Idaho DEQ.' These costs
are not “Future Response Costs™ as defined in the Consent Decree.  Furthermore, even if these
cosls were recoverable under the Consent Decree, the Bill provides insufficient information for
Simplot to determine whether the costs are inconsistent with the National Contingency Plan
("NCP”), and therefore inapplicable. Absent sufficient information to delermine consistency
with the NCP, Simplot is not obligated to pay these costs.

' Simplot specifically objects to the $31,989.61 in alleged charges under the Shoshone-Bannock
Tribes SCA and to the $5,866.00 in alleged charges under the Idaho DEQ SCA.
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September 29, 2014
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The Consent Decree requires Simplot to reimburse EPA for “all Future Response Costs...for the
Site incurred by the United States.” Consent Decree at 153. “Future Response Costs” is defined
in pertinent part as “all costs...that the United States incurs” with respect to the Site, including
“payroll costs, contractor costs, travel costs, laboratory costs,” and costs incurred related to
remedy review and institutional controls. /d. at §4. This definition does not reference state
cooperative agreements. When the parties intend the costs recoverable under a CERCLA
consent decree to include costs incurred by states or tribes under state cooperative agreements,
they state as much, and often include a description of the work to be performed by the state or
tribe. Here, the Consent Decree contains no such provisions.

The Bill attempts to cheracterize the alleged SCA costs as contractor payments. “Future
Response Costs” is defined to include EPA’s contractor costs. However, neither the Shoshone-
Bannock Tribes nor Idaho DEQ are EPA contractors. The SCAs themselves have never been
provided to Simplot, but presumably they are support agency cooperative agreements under 40
CFR §§ 35.6240-6250. There has been no suggestion that either entity’s activities were
undertaken at EPA’s direction or under EPA’s control. If they had been, such activities could
not have been consistent with the purposes of a state cooperative agreement. See 40 CFR
§ 300.500; 40 CFR § 35.6245. Absent such EPA direction or control, the Shoshone-Bannock
Tribes and Idaho DEQ are not “contractors” within the meaning of the Consent Decree

Furthermore, “Future Response Costs” are limited to costs incurred by the United States. Any
costs incurred with respect to the Site by the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and Idaho DEQ were not
incurred by the United States, even if the United States has reimbursed those entities for the costs
they incurred. The definition of Future Response Costs contains no reference to EPA’s
reimbursement of costs that were incurred by states or tribes rather than by the United States.
For each of these reasons, the Consent Decree does not require Simplot to pay costs the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and Idaho DEQ allegedly incurred under the SCA.

But even if the aforementioned SCA costs were recoverable under the Consent Decree, the Bill
does not demonstrate that those costs were eligible, reasonable, necessary, and properly allocated
to the Site. “The extent and nature of state involvement during remedial design and remedial
action shall be specified in site-specific cooperative agreements or Superfund state contracts,
consistent with 40 CFR part 35, subpart O.” 40 CFR § 300.515(g). Simplot was not involved in
negotiating the scopes of work specified by the SCAs, nor have they been shared with Simplot.
In addition, “[a]l] support agency costs ... must be documented site specifically in accordance
with the terms and conditions specified in the Cooperative Agreement.” 40 CFR § 35.62. No
such documentation has been provided to Simplot. Indeed, while direct costs for EPA regional
and headquarters personnel are at least broken down by individual and pay period within the Bill,
there is no breakdown or backup whatsoever to support the alleged direct costs associated with
the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and Idaho DEQ SCAs. Without sufficient backup, Simplot cannot
review these costs for inconsistency with the NCP, and so the billing does not provide the level
of detail required by the Consent Decree.

{00427802.DOCX 12}










Jannine Jennings
September 29, 2014
Page 3

Finally, Simplot already pays Idaho DEQ directly for their participation at the Site under a
separate agreement. Based on the summary information contained in the Bill, Simplot cannot
determine whether it is being double-billed for Idaho DEQ’s involvement at the Site. Idaho
DEQ’s billing is insufficiently detailed for this additional reason.

Indirect Costs Associated with State Cooperative Agreements

In addition to the alleged $37,855.61 in direct costs associated with the SCAs, Simplot objects to
EPA’s alleged $10,327.00 in indirect costs applied against the SCA charges.® Since the costs
associated with the SCAs do not represent “Future Response Costs” incurred by the United
States at the Site, EPA cannot claim indirect costs for these charges.

But even if the Consent Decree obligated Simplot to pay the alleged SCA charges, EPA is not
entitled to indirect costs on these charges. The alleged SCA costs are, by their nature, not EPA
direct costs. Indirect costs are only appropriate for direct costs incurred by the agency. Since the
SCA costs are not direct agency costs, EPA has no basis for charging indirect costs based on
these inapplicable amounts.

Uncontested Costs, Escrow Account, and Notice of Dispute

Pursuant to §XVI, 54 of the Consent Decree, Simplot is transmitting under separate cover
payment of the $174,417.72 in uncontested costs contained within the Bill. In addition, Simplot
is establishing an interest-bearing escrow account in a federally-insured bank duly chartered in
the State of Idaho and is remitting to that escrow account $48,182.61, the amount of the
contested costs. Per the Consent Decree, a copy of the correspondence establishing and funding
that escrow account, as well as a bank statement showing the initial balance of this escrow
account, also is being submitted under separate cover.

Simplot hereby formally invokes the dispute resolution procedures set forth in §XIX of the

Consent Decree. This written Notice of Dispute triggers the 20-day informal negotiations period
laid out in §XIX, 164 of the Consent Decree. We look forward to your response.
Sincerely,

o //?
vend .{rand

/'(.
t-Erichsen

cc: Alan Prouty (Simplot)
Andy Boyd (EPA)

2 Simplot specifically objects to the $8,726.75 in alleged indirect costs associated with the
SDlg)shone-Bannock Tribes SCA and to the $1,600.25 in indirect costs associated with the idaho
Q SCA.
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BTTWMAINST STOLEN OR DESTROYED, YOU MAY REQUEST CANCELLATION
BOISE, ID 83702 AND REISSUANCE. AS A CONDITION TO CANCELLATION AND
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ACCOUNT#: 4861-505818

October 07, 2014

“*$174,417.72*

VOID IFOVER US$ 173417.72

NON-NEGOTIABLE

PRINTED ON LINEMARK PAPER - HOLD TO LIGHT TO VIEW. FOR ADDITIONAL SECURITY FEATURES SEE BACK. '

e ~ CASHIER'S CHECK

' Remler: . J.R.SIMPLOT COMPANY

Operator 1.0, u304334 [dho4004

PayTOTHEORDEROF  ***EPA HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SUPERFUND***

***One hundred seventy-four thousand four hundred seventeen dollars and 72 cents***

Payea Address:

¢ Memo: SfTE:108Y,BILL NO:270142650065

weLLS FARGO BANK, e, DO¥ A - 270 -E-BLm 7

877 W MAIN BT
BOISE, ID 83702 ’
FOR INQUIRIES CALL (480} 394-3122

0638302768

October 07, 2014

**$174,417.72**

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

"0&638302768» wi2i0002LARLAGL 5058 LG

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE.—~

-- Security Features included. ED Details on Back. - - . -










www.titleonecorp.com
ESCROW WITHHOLD INSTRUCTIONS
To: TitleOne:Corporation
Re: Baorow No. 14241178,
Date: September 29, 2014
indersighed:partics to the above reforenced escrow hereby request TitleOne Corporation to retain the
.0f 548,182.61 (dispute fimds) in' erest bearing ac_c_'.ount.pendmg resolution of & payment
) R. Simplst Companyto EPA ‘Hazardoiis; Siibsta ‘Sai
to-be dls‘bursed instructed berein, The unders :gned understan

unless: unders:gned agree that SCIOW: Agent wﬂl rely’ upon the  instruction ¥ rther. agree not to
withdréw, terminate, plem erwise attempt to.change these instriictions.

1, Escrow Agent shall retain:funds until Septembet 29, 2015, 4t which time Escrow Agént. shall. .
“héve réceived signed, written instructions for- disbursal of said disputed fundd from IR, Slmplot o
‘Company.-

.2.  The undersigried hereby understands. any and all disputed‘funds will 'be depdsited into an interest
bearing dctount for the betiefit'of LR Siriplot:Compeny.

3. ‘If'by September 29,-2015 Escrow-Agent hias NOT received signed, written, instructions for
disbursal.ofthe disputed funds as required above, it1s hereby authdiized to choose one:of the
following options:

EX Ef;crow Agent may.commence anvinterpleader actionand: depnsit the funds with the court, .
If Escrow Ajgent chooses ta:commencs an iriterpleader action, it is Tiereby authorizedto
deduct from the. disputed finds sl costs associated with commencement; prosecution and.:
defehise of the-action, inchiding but not limited to; reasonable amounys for anticipated

_ attorney’s fees and costs of service of parties..

b. Escrow Agent may disburse the total amoutit'of: d:sputed funds to ¥.R. Simplot- Company
snd:the undersigned.agrses:to hald Escrow: Agent harmless from any.liability or loss. they
may: incur; by reason.of such disbursal, '

Should’ any, disputes arise between parties {nterested:in property or funds’ covered by these man'ucuons,
TitleOne:shali have the option to, ‘hold all matters pendmg in:their then existing status or tojoindnar ~
commence 2 court act:on. ar: to bring: tion info:interpleader, at your option. ‘Upon your determination
i if the rights of the parties, you. will- be relieved of all
' ;y bor; pweed until the nghts of the parties aresettled to your satisfaction. Further, you, as
escrow holder, shall be entitied'to continue to sorefrdin:fo.act until (8)'the'parties hereto have reached-an
agreement in. theu' dlfferences and shall have nonf ed the SCTOW. holderm wnrmg of such agreement or (b)










that said: pqrtles, jointly and severally, shall be required to-pay you all expenses, costs and reasonable
aftorney’s;fees incurred by. you In connection herewith, whether suit-is instituted by you or.dny of the
parties hereto, ornot.

In the-svent;of any: disagreement between:the. parties hereto; or-demands: or‘claifis made. upon you
by th&*parties hereto or:interestad herem or by.any. other ‘party, you, as eBerow holder, ghall have the nght to
employ Jegal cpl,msel 10- advise: YOu. andlpr represent you. it any Suitpr action: brought affecting this escrow
or the papers held in connection-herewith or to brmgnnacﬁo int intexjp]eader Bt your option. The parties
hereto shall be jointly:and se\rerally liable 1o you ‘all attorney’s fees; costs, anid disbursements
incurred by:you in connection with the. employm. ' onflict and, upon demand, the
parties shall forthwith. pay | the sameto yot;-as. eSCrow holder, lfyouare reqmred t0.institute suit to colect
such sums as are owed 10 you pursuant to thi or any. other provision of this instrdction, you. shall further be
entitled o payriient'by the parties found liable for such unpaid charges of any costs.and attomey’s fees
inicurred in the prosecution of such action.

The underslgned watraiits that each has read the foregoing instructions, understand the contents thereof and
agree that TitleOne Corporation ini the administration.of this éscrow is bound onlyand solely by the-
t‘oregomg written fristructions and.such further written and signed instructions-as. we may hereinafter
deliver to-it, with the'samie being accepted in wrltlng

In'witess whieteof the‘indersigned have héreto set their hands and seals-on Septenib_er 29,2014

iTS: -Vlce.Pré.sadent Sus: ”‘lli;ty &.
Regulatory Affairs

'Acil:gptt*.&lﬁy: TitleOne Corporation
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2015 FMC Operable Unit



Cooperative Agreement Work Plan


Summary of the Project


In accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, Section 104, the Shoshone Bannock Tribes are submitting their 2015 Cooperative Agreement Work Plan. The work plan addresses activities necessary for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the 2013 Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC to implement the 2012 Interim Record of Decision Amendment (IRODA), and UAO for response actions at the RCRA ponds.  These activities are limited to: Providing EPA with comments on FMC submittals and related technical documents, observing EPA oversight of FMC on-site work with EPA, and communication, both internal and external, regarding CERCLA UAO implementation.


Activities described in the work plan will be conducted in accordance with Section 104, of CERCLA, as amended; and will be executed by the Shoshone Bannock Tribes Environmental Waste Management Program.


This narrative and scope of work includes tasks, deliverables and budget that have been defined for this program. The task specific scope of work identifies the anticipated activity and projected due dates for calendar year 2015 (February 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015).



EASTERN MICHAUD FLATS


Background:



The Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site covers approximately 2,530 acres northwest of Pocatello, Idaho. It includes two adjacent phosphate ore processing facilities. The former FMC Corporation operated a facility from the early 1940’s until December 2001. The J.R. Simplot Company Don Plant is still an active facility. 


This site consists of three operable units:  FMC OU, Simplot OU and Off-Plant property. The FMC OU is the former FMC elemental phosphorus manufacturing plant, consisting of approximately 1,450 acres in southeastern Idaho, northwest of Pocatello, most of which is on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation.  


FMC began processing phosphate ore and manufacturing elemental phosphorus at its plant in 1949 and continued until the plant ceased operations in December 2001.


Ignitable-reactive elemental phosphorus, gamma radiation, heavy metals and other hazardous substances from uncontrolled reactions within the soils are in FMC OU soils and groundwater as described in the IRODA and supporting technical documents. The interim remedy selected in the IRODA of September 27, 2012 signed by EPA is being implemented at the FMC OU through the UAO issued to FMC in 2013. While the Tribes did not concur with the 2012 IRODA they remain committed to ensure FMC compliance with the 2013 UOA to implement the IRODA. 


FMC continues work at the site as required by the UAO to implement the Remedial Design (RD) and Remedial Action (RA), and provides an updated project schedule monthly. This Work Plan is based upon that anticipated work occurring as scheduled.


EPA has committed to providing field oversight. Tribes expect to accompany EPA representatives during oversight of work performed at the FMC site during field and construction seasons. 


EPA issued a CERCLA UAO in 2010 for extraction and treatment of the phosphine gas at the RCRA Ponds.  Extraction is on-going under the UAO.



Task 1: Review of Remedial Design and Remedial Action Submittals. 


Provide review of RD/RA submittals to ensure Tribal trust resources and issues are addressed.  The FMC RD/RA deliverables anticipated, Tribal level of effort expected, and date comments are due to EPA are shown in the tables below for the soil and groundwater interim remedies.  


Field observation with EPA to ensure that FMC response actions are consistent with approved plans is accounted for in Task 4.


Each quarter, the specific activities accomplished will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Scheduled RD/RA Work – Tribes will provide written and/or verbal comments on FMC UAO submittals to EPA.  The RD/RA submittals scheduled for 2015 are shown below with corresponding estimates of hours needed to review each one and provide comments to EPA.  This list is current as of December 2014 but may change in accordance with the updated project schedule issued each month by FMC for EPA approval. Likewise, the dates for Tribal comments are based upon EPA receipt several days before providing comments to FMC.  Accordingly, those dates may change if the project schedule is adjusted.


Soil Remedy RD/RA Submittal and Estimated Dates SBT Review Hours    Due Date



Gamma Cap WP Amendment

12/12/14

40

     January 12


Pre-Final RD Soil Capping

1/16/15
  
80

     March 10


Draft Soil Cap RAWP


1/16/15

80

     March 10


Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report
4/10/15

40

     May 10


Final RD Soil Capping

4/10/15

90

     May15 5


Final ICIAP



4/10/15

90

     June 1


Final Gamma Cap WPA Report
5/22/15

50

     June 1


GW Remedy RD Submittal and Estimated Dates SBT Review Hours
Due Date



30 Percent RD Package

1/6/15


90

March 6


60 Percent RD Package

4/10/15

90

June 10



Pre-Final RD Package


8/5/15


90

October 5


Draft RAWP



8/5/15


90

October 5


Final RD Package


11/3/2015

90

December 3


Final RAWP



11/3/15

90

December 3


Times needed for dates for submittals are estimates and may change due to content of the submittals. Some of these submittals may take an increased effort which will be reported in the appropriate QPR.



Environmental Waste Management Staff and contractors will work on this project including the Program Manager, Waste Activities Coordinator, Environmental Scientists, Attorney and contractor.  Individuals working on this project have expertise in hazardous waste management, risk identification, assessment, tribal risk scenarios, resource protection, groundwater and waste technologies, superfund and RCRA process, environmental science and engineering, remedial investigations, feasibility studies, sampling, and oversight.   


Task 2: Public Involvement – Communications.



Provide updates to public, policy makers, and membership on current progress, issues and respond to questions, concerns if any. 


Level of effort includes coordination with policy leaders on a regular basis and with departments and community meetings as requested.   Fort Hall Reservation is comprised of 5 Districts.  Regularly scheduled monthly meetings have been established to allow tribal members an opportunity for updates regarding environmental and other issues impacting their resources. Attendance at these meetings requires an added level of effort and resources for staff and contract employees.  This is a complex project that requires an increased level of effort to prepare for meetings and follow- up response. 


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Task 3: RCRA Ponds CERCLA UAO 


Since 2006 FMC has been required to perform tasks at their RCRA ponds per a CERCLA UAO.  This task is for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC for response actions at the RCRA ponds.   The activities anticipated under this task include review of weekly reports submitted by FMC, review of monthly reports submitted by FMC, participation in monthly conference calls with FMC, EPA, and IDEQ, and accompanying EPA representatives conducting oversight of RCRA ponds work on site.  


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Performance Report.  The Quarterly Performance Reports will include the number of hours spent on individual activities.  The QPR will also identify costs expended for this task separately from the other tasks as EPA will be recovering Task 3 costs under the RCRA Ponds UAO  



Task 4: Field Observational Monitoring of Response Actions 


Tribes have requested to be onsite with EPA representatives during remedial activities.  Initial estimates are based on EPA on-site oversight contractors working 40 hours per week.  The Tribes expect to have representatives on-site with EPA during work activities.  During field seasons this may increase in relationship to activities at the site.   


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent with EPA representatives observing response actions on site.


Task 5:  Project Management.


Quarterly reporting (Reports will be submitted no later than 60 days following end of quarter) Budget and resource management planning and coordination will require resources. 


The Tribes require approximately 8 hours a month to track financial resources Level of effort will be dependent upon the amount of work performed during the quarter; detailed reports must include the number of hours associated with each action taken. 


Historically FMC has held meetings in Seattle which requires the Tribes to travel as well. These costs have been estimated for two meetings or if necessary two staff to attend.  Estimates based on expectations for each task and compared to historical labor with comparable activities.



Staff from the EWMP expected to perform this work are the Environmental Coordinator, Technical Records Specialist, and Program Manager. 



			SBT Estimated Hours – East Michaud Flats - FMC OU


Soil Remedy


			Contractor Hours





			Task 1. Review of Documentation


			250


			220





			Gamma Cap WP Amendment


			20


			20





			Pre-Final RD Soil Capping


			40


			40





			Draft Soil Cap RAWP


			40


			40





			Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report


			20


			20





			Final RD Soil Capping


			50


			40





			Final ICIAP


			50


			40





			Final Gamma Cap WPA 


			30


			20





			Groundwater Remedy RD


			?


			?





			Task 2:  Public Involvement/ Communications


			124


			80





			Sub-Task I. Regular Quarterly District Meetings (5 Districts) 


			60


			40





			Sub-Task II. Monthly communication with Policy Makers


			64


			40





			Task 3:  UAO’s


			208


			136





			Sub-Task I. Gas Extraction


			96


			60





			Sub-Task II. Long term monitoring 


			72


			48





			Sub-Task III. Other Events As Defined


			40


			28





			Task 4:  Monitoring Oversight


			1755


			585 





			Task 5:  Project Management


			80


			





			Sub-Task I. Drawdowns


			48


			





			Sub-Task II. Quarterly Reporting


			32


			





			Total Hours


			2417


			1021 








			SBT Estimated Costs – Eastern Michaud Flats - FMC OU





			Personnel


			$62,263.61





			Fringe Benefits


			$19,614.78 





			Travel


			$4,200.00





			Supplies


			$2,592.29





			Contractual - Contractor (1021 hours at $90.12/hour)


			$92,012.52





			Indirect Charges


			$19,650.81





			Other Expenses


			$600.00 





			Total


			$ 200,934
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			QUARTERLY PERFORMANCE REPORT


3rd QUARTER





			Tribe’s Name


			Shoshone-Bannock Tribes





			Tribal Environmental Contact Name


			Kelly Wright, Environmental Waste Management Program Manager





			Tribe’s Phone Number


			(208) 236-1049





			Grant Name


			Shoshone Bannock Tribes FMC Operable Unit Cooperative Agreement





			Grant Number and Project Period


			V-00J82801-0





			Reporting Quarter/Dates


			July 1, 2014 through September 30, 2014





			EPA’s Project Officer Name and Address


			Jonathan Williams


1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL -111


Seattle, WA 98101





			ENVIRONMENTAL WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM


Kelly Wright, Program Manager





			List Objective/Task from your Scope of Work, including targeted Completion Date


			Describe what activities were undertaken this quarter to accomplish this Task  (including status, summary,  accomplishments & if the task is on schedule)


			If you had problems, what corrective actions 


Did you take to resolve them?


			How much additional time and money are needed to complete this task?  If a new target completion date is proposed, please list.





			Task 1: Remedial Design, Remedial Action and Other Documents - reviewing, commenting and participating in oversight of the remedial design and construction activities.





			


			For the 3rd quarter, we received:



· Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase – July



· Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase – September



· Engineering Design Drawings – July


· Engineering Design Drawings – July



· Modification to Ambient Air and Dust Emission - September



Ambient Air Monitoring Plan - Tribes continued to stress the importance of ensuring proper characterization but new RPM did not agree but after having another meeting with the old and new RPM, it was agreed upon that Tribal monitoring would occur. Tribes are working with the TAMS to get a correct location.


Gamma Cap – continued to have similar concerns as identified in both the 1st and 2nd Quarters.  Tribes continued to express the importance of using a collimated detector and PIC.


Several conference calls (July 15th, August 21st, September 4th, September 18th and September 25th) were held with the agencies and again with FMC. New EPA RPM assigned. A couple of meetings were set up where the information and questions were being forwarded to the new RPM. 


Still continue to have problems with FMC and their contractors providing the necessary documentation and notifications. 


September 9th EPA met with FMC on a pre-briefing construction meeting.



Hours: Are broken down based on the subtask assigned as follows for the Consultant only for reviewing these documents which were: 



· Remedial Action – 42


· Construction QA/QC – 0


· Emergency Response – 0


· Remedial Design QAPP & SAP – 72


· Operation & Maintenance  - 0


· Performance Standard Verification – 0


· Performance Testing – 0


			Problem: Some documents continue to be sent to wrong address or not sent at all.


Resolution: Contacted FMC- requested documents be provided. 



Problem: Tribes continue to be concerned ambient air monitoring is not being performed to ensure worker protection or public health.  New RPM was not aware the previous RPM had agreed to set up air monitors outside the facility fence line.  



Resolution: Call with EPA and Tribal staff, cleared up issue of Tribal monitoring. Analysis and human health risk remains concern.  RPM was asked to get permission to place one of the air monitors at the historical location. 


			Additional air monitoring will be required to be able to address Tribal concerns about speciation for both metals and radionuclides.   No additional expenses for the Tribes, EPA stated that they would be paying for the analyses.


Additional hours will be needed to complete document reviews but no resources will be requested until other task hours are exhausted.





			Total Hours Spent = 118 hours used by the Contractor.  3.7 Staff hours.



Resolution:  Activities assigned to Staff have been refocused to the Contractor Work plan estimates were underestimated. Expectations were higher than what the quality received so more time was needed.





			Task 2: Public Involvement - Provide updates to public, policy makers, and membership on current progress, issues and respond to questions





			


			No District lodge meetings were attended nor were the Program requested to present any information.


			None


			None





			


			Routine meetings with the Land Use Policy Commissioners and the Fort Hall Business Council monthly and on several occasions twice a month. LUPC very concerned with slag crushing and screening proposal.  Communications have been prepared to both Region 10 and HQ asking for a Government to Government Consultation. 



Hours: July - 4 hours for contractor and staff provided update information about the proposed RD/RA activities. August and September - 12 hours each month used by the contractor while staff used 8 hours monthly to prepare and discuss the modifications or activities associated with the RD/RA documents.


			Problem: Tribes requested both EPA Region 10 and HQ for a Government to Government Consultation and were no, the IRODA consultation served this purpose. Tribes remain concerned EPA is allowing COCs to be spread site-wide – original SFS never contemplated using slag to re-grade entire site but rather only for capillary break in caps. In September, FMC proposed modifying their Ambient Air and Dust Monitoring Plan  to include crushing and screening slag. Slag use on the Reservation has been banned since  1990. 


Resolution:  The Tribes will continue to work with EPA Regin 10 for a government- to government consultation.  Will continue to work to have air monitoring conducted and speciation of TSP to ensure worker health and public protection.


Will review dust control plan and provide technical and administrative comments


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 28 hours used by the Tribal Contractor.  20 Tribal hours.


Resolution: Contractor hours have been exhausted. Additional hours will be needed to complete activities in the upcoming in the 4th quarters.  Tribal hours (76 hours) will be either spent or a modification made to provide additional hours for the consultant to assist with the 4th Quarters work with the various activities associated with the RD/RA.





			Task 3: UAO - All Ponds - CERCLA UAO continues to be focused on refining the framework for monitoring of toxic gasses at the RCRA Ponds and gas extraction and treatment, as necessary to protect human health and the environment of our homelands. 





			


			Pond 15S was still having increased levels of phosphine so additional extraction units were implemented.


			None


			None





			


			Weekly (#203 through #214) and Monthly (June, July and August) emails were received. Agency conference calls were routinely held and when issued were identified.  



Participation on the conference calls (July 16th, July 31st, August 11th, and September 9th).


Tribes provided comment on July 11th for Ponds 15S and 16S RIWP. Comment/resolution for the RIWPs (Ponds 15S and 16S) by FMC was provided on August 15th and was reviewed.


Pond visit was attended by both staff and contractor on September 26th.


Hours: 8 hours spent by the Consultant on the various Ponds having increased phosphine levels. Approximately 2 hour each month by the Consultant and staff for reviewing weekly, monthly update emails and teleconferences. 8 hours each for the Consultant and staff for the RCRA Pond Site visit and discussion with the new FMC RCRA RPM (Linda Meyer).  


			None


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 22 hours used by the Tribal Consultant.  14 hours Tribal hours were not charged to this CA but work was performed using an internal general funds.


Resolution: Remaining 104 contractor hours will be used in the remaining quarters depending upon the work allocation.  Tribal hours (208 hours) will be spent in the upcoming quarters working with the various activities associated with the RCRA Ponds UAO.





			Task 4: Monitoring Oversight - requested to be onsite during all remedial activities including but not limited to: reviewing, completing independent monitoring, and oversight.  





			


			Slag movement started September 22nd. Tribes continue to be in and around the FMC site during 3rd quarter. 



Hours: 10 used by the Contractor and 8 hours by staff for oversight.


			


			None





			Total Hours Spent = 10 hours for Contractor. Tribal work was performed using internal general funds.


Resolution: 20 Consultant and 72 Staff hours will be used in the 4th quarter. 








			Task 5:  Project Management - Budget and resource management planning and coordination





			


			Finance records were evaluated and several journal vouchers were completed documenting the correct charges.


Hours: 16 used by staff


			In July, QPRs were not meeting EPA expectations so additional labor was needed to try and resolve them.  A conference call was held between EPA and the Tribes.


			Additional time was provided by EPA for the Tribes to resolve the problems and an additional 16 hours were needed to complete resolution.





			


			Additional hours were needed for revising the QPRs as specified by EPA’RPM. 



Met with Finance Department on August 29th to address comments made by EPA about discrepancies with the QPRs and participated in a conference call on Sept 3rd to discuss how these issues were resolved.



Vehicle was finally purchased in July. Another meeting was held on September 17 with Finance to check resolutions.


Hours: 40 hours by staff were used to try and correct issues identified by EPA RPM. 


			Additional hours were needed to address EPA comments on report being unacceptable.


			Staff spent time trying to amend making corrections.  Hours to complete have quarterly reports have significantly increased by at least 16 hours.





			Total Hours Spent = 56 hours for Tribal staff. Tribal work was performed using internal general funds.


Resolution: 24 Hours will be used in the remaining quarter depending upon the work allocation and approval of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd Quarter Reports.








			ENVIRONMENTAL WASTE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM



Kelly Wright, Program Manager 


Comparison of Amount Budgeted vs. Amount Spent


Please describe how much you budgeted versus how much money you actually need to complete activities





			Total Grant Amount Awarded:



See Total Budget Period Cost block on Grant Award Agreement for this figure




			$68,114


			Amount Spent:



How much money have you actually spent?


			$21,050.37





			Funds Necessary to Complete this Project: 



How much money will it cost to complete this project?


			$


			Unexpended Funds Remaining in the Grant:



How much money remains in your grant? 


			$





			Funds Requested from EPA to Date:


Cumulative; what is the total amount requested from EPA?


			$


			Amount & Date of Last Request for Reimbursement/Advance Payment?


			





			Additional Information & Comments





			








Note: 


ATTACHMENT #1



Detailed Budget Information



			Description


			Date


			Cost





			Contractor


			July-14


			$5,381.25





			 


			Aug-14


			$7,918.75 





			 


			Sept-14


			$2,275.00





			Employee(s)


			July-14


			$1,161.21





			 


			Aug-14


			$809.09





			 


			Sept-14


			$873.80





			Fringe


			July-14


			$267.78





			 


			Aug-14


			$165.45





			 


			Sept-14


			$189.96





			Indirect


			July-14


			$374.25





			 


			Aug-14


			$255.23





			 


			Sept-14


			$278.60





			Capital Asset


			Aug-14


			$1,100





			3rd Quarter Total


			July - Sept 2014


			$21,050.37





			Total to Date


			Jan – June 2014


			$38,375.37








Attachment #2


Truck Justification Information Requested



This is reasonable for the FMC project.



Kevin 



________________________________________

From:

Kevin Rochlin | Superfund Remedial Project Manager  



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10



Office of Environmental Cleanup 



1200 6th Avenue, Suite 900, ELC-111 | Seattle, WA  98101



(206) 553-2106
(206) 553-0124 (fax)
rochlin.kevin@epa.gov


From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 12:44 PM
To: Rochlin, Kevin
Cc: Jennings, Jannine
Subject: FW: EMF Cooperative Agreements -- need for discussion on budget details



Kevin, here is the original request that was sent. I can provide additional details if needed.  We have not yet identified the specific vehicle yet but are working on it with our Property Department but they won’t let us move forward until we have been given approval by our funding sources.



Any way hope this helps and will keep everyone posted as we move forward.



Kelly



From: Kelly Wright 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 11:51 AM
To: 'Jennings, Jannine'
Cc: Rochlin, Kevin; Sheldrake, Beth
Subject: RE: EMF Cooperative Agreements -- need for discussion on budget details



Here is the justification as to why the Program is electing to purchase a vehicle rather than renting.  We also understand this would be a one-time shot and this cost would be removed in following years.  Only costs would become operation and maintenance costs.



Historical, the Tribes have rented a vehicle internally from the Tribes because at that time, we were not allowed to purchase vehicles.  We rented the same vehicle under a three year contract and was paying $1300 per month.  We re-entered into another three contract with this same vehicle at $1100 per month.  Tribes would not allow the Program to purchase a vehicle because they thought that we could only rent.  Doing some reviewing of the regulations, the federal government does allow for purchases as long as both sides understand the fact that no more monthly rentals can be requested from future resources since they assisted with purchasing one to begin with.



Program evaluated the need for another vehicle whether we purchased or rented it.  Based on the historical costs associated with renting and never being able to decrease costs over time, the Program decided the best interest for all was to purchase a new vehicle so resources could be wisely spent in other areas rather than rental.



As for the cost analysis, here is what I did for that.  I estimated the cost to be $40,000 then broke the cost down into two components.  One with tribal resources identified (56%) and the other coming from EPA grants (44%).  EPA resources being identified were: Brownfields Response Grant; UST DITCA; Simplot and FMC Cooperative Agreements.  The EWMP used the concept that the vehicle would be left in the possession of the Tribes so 56% would be contributed to us. We decided that 44% would be what EPA would be the amount requested.  This resulted in $17,700 being requested through EPA and the remaining $22,300 would be out of our internal Tribal resources.



From here, it was determined that the majority if the costs would be associated with the Response Grant so 60% of the cost was associated to this grant which resulted in $10,500.  The UST DITCA involves more mileage and monthly site visits across the Reservation so we used 28% which calculated out to be $5,000.  We considered the fact that the Off-Site component did not have much activity scheduled and costs would be divided by the two principle responsible parties, the remaining cost would be divided equally between the Simplot Cooperative Agreement and the FMC Cooperative Agreement.  Therefore, $2,200 was the remaining resources needed so $1,100 is what we asked for.



If the vehicle is significantly less than the estimated purchase of a new 4 wheel drive crew cab vehicle.  Our existing vehicle is a 1997 Chevy owned by the Program and is starting to develop some mechanical issues.  Eventually, the Program will retire this vehicle so that resources are not being wasted.



Let me know if you need additional details for our calculated costs.



Thanks



Kelly
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900
Seattle, WA 98101-3140 ~ —— OFFICE OF
ENVIRONMENTAL
CLEANUP

NOV - 6 2014

Mr. Svend A. Brandt-Erichsen
Marten Law

1191 Second Ave, Suite 2200
Seattle, Washington 98101

RE: EPA Response
Objection to CERCLA Bill No. 270142680065 and Notice of Dispute

Dear Mr. Brandt-Erichsen:

This letter transmits additional cost documentation in response to Simplot’s September 29, 2014, Notice
of Dispute initiating the informal dispute resolution process in paragraph 64 of the Consent Decree.
Simplot objects to $48,182.61 of Bill No. 270142680065 and requests further documentation in support
of the billed costs.

The EPA and Simplot have scheduled a teleconference for Monday, December 1, 2014 at 1:00pm
Pacific Time and have agreed to extend the informal dispute period to December 8, 2014, to allow time
for review and discussion of the enclosed material.

We note that the Consent Decree obligates Simplot to reimburse the EPA for “Future Response Costs.”
“Future Responses Costs are defined as *. . . all costs, including, but not limited to, direct and indirect
costs, that the United States incurs with respect to the Simplot and FMC OU areas of the Site in
reviewing or developing plans, reports and other items pursuant to this Consent Decree, verifying the
Work, or otherwise implementing, overseeing, or enforcing this Consent Decree, including, but not
limited to, payroll costs, contractor costs, travel costs, laboratory costs, the costs incurred pursuant to
Sections VII, IX (including, but not limited to, the cost of attorney time and monies paid to secure
access and/or to secure or implement institutional controls, including, but not limited to, the amount of
just compensation), XV (Emergency Response Action), and Paragraph 85 of Section XXI (Work
Takeover). ..” The definition goes on to specify that Future Response Costs “shall not include” costs
incurred by ATSDR.

In its Notice, Simplot suggests that, because this definition does not specifically reference costs incurred
pursuant to States or Tribes Cooperative Agreements (SCAs), such costs are not included in the
definition. Simplot further suggests that costs incurred by the State of Idaho DEQ and the Shoshone-
Bannock Tribes pursuant to the SCAs, even if reimbursed by the United States, are not costs incurred by
the United States.

The EPA routinely recovers costs incurred in connection with cooperative agreements as response costs.
Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 35, Subpart O, the Superfund Cooperative Agreements between the EPA and
the State of Idaho DEQ and between the EPA and the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes are contracts that the
EPA enters into with those entities to ensure their meaningful and substantial involvement in activities








that support the EPA’s work at the Site pursuant to the Consent Decree. Such support includes, but is
not limited to, reviewing and commenting on reports, observing sampling events, providing community
input, and other tasks supporting EPA’s activities in . . . reviewing or developing plans, reports and
other items, verifying the Work, or otherwise overseeing, implementing, and enforcing the Consent
Decree . . .”

The definition of Future Response Costs in the EMF Simplot OU Consent Decree references types of
activities but does not purport to list every item. Rather, the language “including, but not limited to” in
the definition of “Future Response Costs” clearly encompasses costs the U.S. may incur “with respect to
the Site” that may not be specifically listed. Had the Consent Decree intended to exclude costs incurred
pursuant to State and Tribes Cooperative Agreements that could have been explicitly stated. For
example, the definition of Future Response Costs explicitly excludes ATSDR costs. The definition does
not exclude State and Tribes Cooperative Agreements. Clearly, the SCAs costs at issue here are “Future
Response Costs™ as defined in the Consent Decree.

We have enclosed a CD containing the EPA’s oversight cost documentation for the expenses identified
in Simplot’s September 29, 2014 Notice of Dispute and Objection to Bill No. 270142650065. We look
forward to continuing discussion of these matters at the December 1, 2014 teleconference.

Remedial Project Manager
Remedial Cleanup Program

Enclosure

G Mr. Monty Johnson, J.R. Simplot Company
Mr. Alan Prouty, J.R. Simplot Company










for us to work together to resolve the concerns expressed over the last year and a half.

EPA’s comments and concerns on the Tribes” QPRs for Eastern Michaud Flats have been consistent and well documented. QPRs must clearly document the
specific work performed by the Tribes, consistent with the approved work plan, the hours and dollars associated with this work, and outcomes achieved.
The costs reported on QPRs must be consistent with draw-down requests. These are fundamental requirement across all EPA funding agreements. As an

example of the problems we have been consistently seeing, below is an excerpt from the Q3 QPR submitted by the Tribes on October 29th (QPR also
attached). Under Task 1, the Tribes report that your contractor spent 118 hours on Task 1. The documentation states that 42 hours were spent on
“Remedial Action” and 72 hours on “Remedial Design QAPP and SAP.” This equates to 114 hours, not 118 hours and nothing in the documentation
describes what was accomplished for the 42 and 72 hours, respectively. Adequate documentation could say something like, “The Tribes’ contractor spent
42 hours reviewing the drafts of the Remedial Action Work Plan received in July and September and provided comments to the Tribes which were
transmitted to EPA on DATE. The Tribes’ contractor reviewed several remedial design documents including DOCUMENT 1 received on DATE, DOCUMENT 2
received on DATE, and DOCUMENT 3 received on DATE, and provided comments to the Tribes which were transmitted to EPA on DATE.” EPA does not
require a lengthy discussion or comments on where EPA and the Tribes may disagree on technical issues, but simple statements about the work
conducted, hours/dollars spent, and outcomes achieved. This is a consistent requirement for all EPA assistance agreements. Further, several of the
tasks describe work conducted and hours expended but include notes saying the work/hours were funded by “internal general funds.” This leads to
significant confusion in reviewing costs. QPRs for cooperative agreements are to document work and funds expended under the subject agreement, not
work conducted by the Tribes using your own internal funds. All work and hours funded by Tribal resources must be removed from the QPRs.

As always, | and my staff are happy to discuss any specific questions you have and we are happy to review language/provide input as we have done several
times over the last year. Again, Jannine and | would be happy to meet with you, your staff, and staff from the Tribes’ Finance Office when we are at Fort

Hall on January 21%%. Please let us know as soon as possible when would be a convenient time for you so we can adjust our travel arrangements if

necessary.

Take care and see you next week.

Beth

jective/Task
our Scope of
;, including
wrgeted
lletion Date

Describe what activities were undertaken this quarter to
accomplish this Task (including status, summary,
accomplishments & if the task is on schedule)

If you had problems, what corrective actions
Did you take to resolve them?

How much additional time and money
are needed to complete this task? Ifa
new target completion date is
proposed, please list.

Remedial Desi

gn, Remedial Action and Other Documents - reviewing, commenting

and participating in oversight of the remedial design and construction activities.

For the 3rd quarter, we received:

e Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase — July
Remedial Action Plan for Site-Wide Grading Phase —
September
Engineering Design Drawings — July
Engineering Design Drawings — July
Modification to Ambient Air and Dust Emission - September
Ambient Air Monitoring Plan - Tribes continued to stress the
importance of ensuring proper characterization but new RPM did not
agree but after having another meeting with the old and new RPM, it
was agreed upon that Tribal monitoring would occur. Tribes are
working with the TAMS to get a correct location.

Gamma Cap — continued to have similar concerns as identified in
both the 15t and 2" Quarters. Tribes continued to express the
importance of using a collimated detector and PIC.

Several conference calls (July 15t August 21st, September 4t
September 18 and September 25”‘) were held with the agencies
and again with FMC. New EPA RPM assigned. A couple of
meetings were set up where the information and questions were
being forwarded to the new RPM.

Still continue to have problems with FMC and their contractors
providing the necessary documentation and notifications.

September 9! EPA met with FMC on a pre-briefing construction
meeting.

Hours: Are broken down based on the subtask assigned as follows for
the Consultant only for reviewing these documents which were:

Remedial Action — 42

Construction QA/QC -0

Emergency Response — 0

Remedial Design QAPP & SAP - 72

Operation & Maintenance - 0

Performance Standard Verification — 0

Performance Testing — 0

Problem: Some documents continue to be sent
to wrong address or not sent at all.
Resolution: Contacted FMC- requested
documents be provided.

Problem: Tribes continue to be concerned
ambient air monitoring is not being
performed to ensure worker protection or
public health. New RPM was not aware the
previous RPM had agreed to set up air
monitors outside the facility fence line.
Resolution: Call with EPA and Tribal staff,
cleared up issue of Tribal monitoring.
Analysis and human health risk remains
concern. RPM was asked to get permission
to place one of the air monitors at the
historical location.

Additional air monitoring will be
required to be able to address Tribal
concerns about speciation for both
metals and radionuclides. No
additional expenses for the Tribes, EPA
stated that they would be paying for the
analyses.

Additional hours will be needed to
complete document reviews but no
resources will be requested until other
task hours are exhausted.

ours Spent = 118 hours used by the Contractor. 3.7 Staff hours.
on: Activities assigned to Staff have been refocused to the Contractor Work plan estimates were underestimated. Expectations were higher than what the quality received so more

s needed.

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1






p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:30 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings, Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee; Albright, Rick
Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Jonathan, Sorry to hear that you are out on funeral leave.

Beth, | am attaching a copy of the revised version to make sure that you agree. The only difference is with the travel and extra costs associated with
refreshments for District Lodge meetings which have been historically included. Many times membership has been more receptive of changes or
modification with light refreshments provided. These costs were $4,200 and $600 respectively.

Please let us know if these changes are acceptable and we will submit them into Grants for our 2015 Cooperative Agreement. Still waiting on the Simplot
and Off-Site.

| do have an additional question to ask of you Beth, we have asked several times for the documentation supporting the allegations that Simplot is
questioning Tribal charges. Tribes contacted Simplot to see what sort of additional details were needed because we are spending way too much time
trying to do Project Management than necessary. Based on Simplot’s response, they were not questioning the Tribes charges but rather EPA’s cost. They
also said that it was an issue with their Finance Department who requested their Attorney’s Office to submit an informal questioning but later decided to
simply pay the cost.

| received your email with the letter of Rick Albrights and also received in the mail today the original one you were questioning. At a first glance, it appears

that the date was added to the electronic version of December 23", Why the change?

Next week, our Finance Department would like to meet with you and Janine to discuss some of the issues identified in Mr. Albright’s letter. We can do this
prior to the Government to Government Consultation. | am also enclosing a copy of the internal monthly reporting issues being taken by the Tribes which
should have addressed the concerns with earlier correspondences. This document appears not to have been provided to EPA on oversight on my behalf.

| am also working on the 4™ QPR but not exactly sure what is missing in the 1°, 2”d, 34 QPRs that has not been addressed as identified in both the August

and October correspondences. Please advise so we can get them done accurately and ensure that 4™ Qtr will be acceptable as well.
Thanks
Kelly

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 6:46 PM

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings, Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Thanks for the resubmittal of the Cooperative Agreement Work Plan in response to EPA comments of Dec. 12, 2014. Attached in redline/strikeout are
remaining comments to be addressed on the Work Plan.

EPA has accepted the SBT proposal for maximum onsite hours although it appears too high. EPA expects to have onsite representation about 40 hours
each week when remedial action construction is occurring. That amounts to a total of about 1400 hours for the period of March through December.

Note that I've suggested revising the Cooperative Agreement activity date to begin February 1, 2015. This assumes that the Work Plan can be resubmitted
soon along with the Grant Application. No costs can be covered for 2015 until the Cooperative Agreement has been approved.

Beth Sheldrake has agreed to cover for me on this aspect of the FMC OU in my absence the next couple of weeks. Feel free to contact her at (206) 553-
0220 with any questions you might have.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:35 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Virginia Monsisco

Subject: 2015 FMC CA



mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:williams.jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com



Dear Mr. Williams:

Attached you will find the Tribes 3rd submittal based on EPA comments for the Cooperative Agreement. As you will see, the Tribes accepted
many changes but not all. We are very concerned EPA is describing the level of effort and work the Tribes can do through this Cooperative
Agreement despite our communications with you.

I have amended the scheduled date for submittals to reflect realistic time frames.

I have broken out Tasks listed in Task 1 to reflect your preferred submittal however, please be advised the hours are estimated.

I have not accepted the changes to hours you prescribed for oversight. The Tribes expect to accompany EPA and be present at all Times FMC
will be doing work at the site.

| have retained consultation time under Task 2. The Shoshone-Bannock Tribes FHBC, Land Use Policy Commission have retained consultation
and expect updates to both policy makers and general membership by staff an consultants. Because EPA chooses to utilize BAH and other
consultants for specific tasks does not require the Tribes do the same.

I hope | have answered your questions adequately so we can move forward on this Workplan.

Thanks
Kelly C. Wright






From: Kelly Wright

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings, Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee; Albright, Rick
Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 2:29:46 PM

Attachments: Monthly Reporting Procedures for EPA Grants.docx

EMC 2015 workplan - EPA edits 1-12-15.doc

Jonathan, Sorry to hear that you are out on funeral leave.

Beth, | am attaching a copy of the revised version to make sure that you agree. The only difference is
with the travel and extra costs associated with refreshments for District Lodge meetings which have
been historically included. Many times membership has been more receptive of changes or
modification with light refreshments provided. These costs were $4,200 and $600 respectively.

Please let us know if these changes are acceptable and we will submit them into Grants for our 2015
Cooperative Agreement. Still waiting on the Simplot and Off-Site.

| do have an additional question to ask of you Beth, we have asked several times for the
documentation supporting the allegations that Simplot is questioning Tribal charges. Tribes
contacted Simplot to see what sort of additional details were needed because we are spending way
too much time trying to do Project Management than necessary. Based on Simplot’s response, they
were not questioning the Tribes charges but rather EPA’s cost. They also said that it was an issue
with their Finance Department who requested their Attorney’s Office to submit an informal
questioning but later decided to simply pay the cost.

| received your email with the letter of Rick Albrights and also received in the mail today the original
one you were questioning. At a first glance, it appears that the date was added to the electronic

version of December 239, Why the change?

Next week, our Finance Department would like to meet with you and Janine to discuss some of the
issues identified in Mr. Albright’s letter. We can do this prior to the Government to Government
Consultation. | am also enclosing a copy of the internal monthly reporting issues being taken by the
Tribes which should have addressed the concerns with earlier correspondences. This document
appears not to have been provided to EPA on oversight on my behalf.

I am also working on the 4™ QPR but not exactly sure what is missing in the 1%, 2"d 374 QPRs that
has not been addressed as identified in both the August and October correspondences. Please

4th

advise so we can get them done accurately and ensure that Qtr will be acceptable as well.

Thanks
Kelly

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 6:46 PM

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Jennings, Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee



mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com

mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:vmonsisco@sbtribes.com

mailto:Jennings.Jannine@epa.gov
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Monthly Reporting Procedures for EPA Grants


As of 10/23/14


The Finance Department will generate the monthly budget status report, which is the official cost reporting for the month, by the 15th of each month.  On a quarterly basis, accruals will be made for any non-wage expenses.  See attachment for a sample Budget Status report.


Based on the quarterly budget status report issued to the Environmental Waste Management Program (EWMP), Kelly Wright will prepare his quarterly narratives that are consistent with the Financial data which is reported on the budget status report.


The quarterly narrative completed by EWMP Manager (Kelly) will be submitted to Finance (by the 20th) for review.  Finance will review the numbers reported to ensure they are consistent with the budget status report.  Any discrepancies will be reported as a separate narrative by the EWMP (For example, hours worked don’t match the payroll numbers, reported hours were not claimed as an expense by the Department, etc.).  Finance will also prepare a quarterly summary of draws for the reporting period.  For example, this summary for the 3rd Quarter will look like:


		Month			Date Drawn		Amount


		July			8/20/14		$5,000


		August			9/20/14		$7,000


		September		To Be Drawn		$8,000


The quarterly report, as reviewed by Finance, will be sent back to the Department for final submission to EPA by the 25th of each month when due.


Monthly draws will be based on the reported amounts as indicated in the monthly/quarterly budget status reports.  Due to the expanded review procedures noted above, this draw may be delayed as far as the 25th of each month. 










2015 FMC Operable Unit



Cooperative Agreement Work Plan


Summary of the Project


In accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, Section 104, the Shoshone Bannock Tribes are submitting their 2015 Cooperative Agreement Work Plan. The work plan addresses activities necessary for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the 2013 Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC to implement the 2012 Interim Record of Decision Amendment (IRODA), and UAO for response actions at the RCRA ponds.  These activities are limited to: Providing EPA with comments on FMC submittals and related technical documents, observing EPA oversight of FMC on-site work with EPA, and communication, both internal and external, regarding CERCLA UAO implementation.


Activities described in the work plan will be conducted in accordance with Section 104, of CERCLA, as amended; and will be executed by the Shoshone Bannock Tribes Environmental Waste Management Program.


This narrative and scope of work includes tasks, deliverables and budget that have been defined for this program. The task specific scope of work identifies the anticipated activity and projected due dates for calendar year 2015 (February 1, 2015 through December 31, 2015).



EASTERN MICHAUD FLATS


Background:



The Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site covers approximately 2,530 acres northwest of Pocatello, Idaho. It includes two adjacent phosphate ore processing facilities. The former FMC Corporation operated a facility from the early 1940’s until December 2001. The J.R. Simplot Company Don Plant is still an active facility. 


This site consists of three operable units:  FMC OU, Simplot OU and Off-Plant property. The FMC OU is the former FMC elemental phosphorus manufacturing plant, consisting of approximately 1,450 acres in southeastern Idaho, northwest of Pocatello, most of which is on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation.  


FMC began processing phosphate ore and manufacturing elemental phosphorus at its plant in 1949 and continued until the plant ceased operations in December 2001.


Ignitable-reactive elemental phosphorus, gamma radiation, heavy metals and other hazardous substances from uncontrolled reactions within the soils are in FMC OU soils and groundwater as described in the IRODA and supporting technical documents. The interim remedy selected in the IRODA of September 27, 2012 signed by EPA is being implemented at the FMC OU through the UAO issued to FMC in 2013. While the Tribes did not concur with the 2012 IRODA they remain committed to ensure FMC compliance with the 2013 UOA to implement the IRODA. 


FMC continues work at the site as required by the UAO to implement the Remedial Design (RD) and Remedial Action (RA), and provides an updated project schedule monthly. This Work Plan is based upon that anticipated work occurring as scheduled.


EPA has committed to providing field oversight. Tribes expect to accompany EPA representatives during oversight of work performed at the FMC site during field and construction seasons. 


EPA issued a CERCLA UAO in 2010 for extraction and treatment of the phosphine gas at the RCRA Ponds.  Extraction is on-going under the UAO.



Task 1: Review of Remedial Design and Remedial Action Submittals. 


Provide review of RD/RA submittals to ensure Tribal trust resources and issues are addressed.  The FMC RD/RA deliverables anticipated, Tribal level of effort expected, and date comments are due to EPA are shown in the tables below for the soil and groundwater interim remedies.  


Field observation with EPA to ensure that FMC response actions are consistent with approved plans is accounted for in Task 4.


Each quarter, the specific activities accomplished will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Scheduled RD/RA Work – Tribes will provide written and/or verbal comments on FMC UAO submittals to EPA.  The RD/RA submittals scheduled for 2015 are shown below with corresponding estimates of hours needed to review each one and provide comments to EPA.  This list is current as of December 2014 but may change in accordance with the updated project schedule issued each month by FMC for EPA approval. Likewise, the dates for Tribal comments are based upon EPA receipt several days before providing comments to FMC.  Accordingly, those dates may change if the project schedule is adjusted.


Soil Remedy RD/RA Submittal and Estimated Dates SBT Review Hours    Due Date



Gamma Cap WP Amendment

12/12/14

40

     January 12


Pre-Final RD Soil Capping

1/16/15
  
80

     March 10


Draft Soil Cap RAWP


1/16/15

80

     March 10


Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report
4/10/15

40

     May 10


Final RD Soil Capping

4/10/15

90

     May15 5


Final ICIAP



4/10/15

90

     June 1


Final Gamma Cap WPA Report
5/22/15

50

     June 1


GW Remedy RD Submittal and Estimated Dates SBT Review Hours
Due Date



30 Percent RD Package

1/6/15


90

March 6


60 Percent RD Package

4/10/15

90

June 10



Pre-Final RD Package


8/5/15


90

October 5


Draft RAWP



8/5/15


90

October 5


Final RD Package


11/3/2015

90

December 3


Final RAWP



11/3/15

90

December 3


Times needed for dates for submittals are estimates and may change due to content of the submittals. Some of these submittals may take an increased effort which will be reported in the appropriate QPR.



Environmental Waste Management Staff and contractors will work on this project including the Program Manager, Waste Activities Coordinator, Environmental Scientists, Attorney and contractor.  Individuals working on this project have expertise in hazardous waste management, risk identification, assessment, tribal risk scenarios, resource protection, groundwater and waste technologies, superfund and RCRA process, environmental science and engineering, remedial investigations, feasibility studies, sampling, and oversight.   


Task 2: Public Involvement – Communications.



Provide updates to public, policy makers, and membership on current progress, issues and respond to questions, concerns if any. 


Level of effort includes coordination with policy leaders on a regular basis and with departments and community meetings as requested.   Fort Hall Reservation is comprised of 5 Districts.  Regularly scheduled monthly meetings have been established to allow tribal members an opportunity for updates regarding environmental and other issues impacting their resources. Attendance at these meetings requires an added level of effort and resources for staff and contract employees.  This is a complex project that requires an increased level of effort to prepare for meetings and follow- up response. 


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent on each activity. The proposed budget is an estimate and may be adjusted as work and level of effort is determined.


Task 3: RCRA Ponds CERCLA UAO 


Since 2006 FMC has been required to perform tasks at their RCRA ponds per a CERCLA UAO.  This task is for the Tribes’ meaningful participation in CERCLA actions required under the Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) against FMC for response actions at the RCRA ponds.   The activities anticipated under this task include review of weekly reports submitted by FMC, review of monthly reports submitted by FMC, participation in monthly conference calls with FMC, EPA, and IDEQ, and accompanying EPA representatives conducting oversight of RCRA ponds work on site.  


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Performance Report.  The Quarterly Performance Reports will include the number of hours spent on individual activities.  The QPR will also identify costs expended for this task separately from the other tasks as EPA will be recovering Task 3 costs under the RCRA Ponds UAO  



Task 4: Field Observational Monitoring of Response Actions 


Tribes have requested to be onsite with EPA representatives during remedial activities.  Initial estimates are based on EPA on-site oversight contractors working 40 hours per week.  The Tribes expect to have representatives on-site with EPA during work activities.  During field seasons this may increase in relationship to activities at the site.   


Each quarter, the specific activities will be compiled into the Quarterly Report.  The Quarterly Reports will include the number of hours spent with EPA representatives observing response actions on site.


Task 5:  Project Management.


Quarterly reporting (Reports will be submitted no later than 60 days following end of quarter) Budget and resource management planning and coordination will require resources. 


The Tribes require approximately 8 hours a month to track financial resources Level of effort will be dependent upon the amount of work performed during the quarter; detailed reports must include the number of hours associated with each action taken. 


Historically FMC has held meetings in Seattle which requires the Tribes to travel as well. These costs have been estimated for two meetings or if necessary two staff to attend.  Estimates based on expectations for each task and compared to historical labor with comparable activities.



Staff from the EWMP expected to perform this work are the Environmental Coordinator, Technical Records Specialist, and Program Manager. 



			SBT Estimated Hours – East Michaud Flats - FMC OU


Soil Remedy


			Contractor Hours





			Task 1. Review of Documentation


			250


			220





			Gamma Cap WP Amendment


			20


			20





			Pre-Final RD Soil Capping


			40


			40





			Draft Soil Cap RAWP


			40


			40





			Revised Gamma Cap WPA Report


			20


			20





			Final RD Soil Capping


			50


			40





			Final ICIAP


			50


			40





			Final Gamma Cap WPA 


			30


			20





			Groundwater Remedy RD


			?


			?





			Task 2:  Public Involvement/ Communications


			124


			80





			Sub-Task I. Regular Quarterly District Meetings (5 Districts) 


			60


			40





			Sub-Task II. Monthly communication with Policy Makers


			64


			40





			Task 3:  UAO’s


			208


			136





			Sub-Task I. Gas Extraction


			96


			60





			Sub-Task II. Long term monitoring 


			72


			48





			Sub-Task III. Other Events As Defined


			40


			28





			Task 4:  Monitoring Oversight


			1755


			585 





			Task 5:  Project Management


			80


			





			Sub-Task I. Drawdowns


			48


			





			Sub-Task II. Quarterly Reporting


			32


			





			Total Hours


			2417


			1021 








			SBT Estimated Costs – Eastern Michaud Flats - FMC OU





			Personnel


			$62,263.61





			Fringe Benefits


			$19,614.78 





			Travel


			$4,200.00





			Supplies


			$2,592.29





			Contractual - Contractor (1021 hours at $90.12/hour)


			$92,012.52





			Indirect Charges


			$19,650.81





			Other Expenses


			$600.00 





			Total


			$ 200,934
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Subject: RE: 2015 FMC CA

Thanks for the resubmittal of the Cooperative Agreement Work Plan in response to EPA comments
of Dec. 12, 2014. Attached in redline/strikeout are remaining comments to be addressed on the
Work Plan.

EPA has accepted the SBT proposal for maximum onsite hours although it appears too high. EPA
expects to have onsite representation about 40 hours each week when remedial action construction
is occurring. That amounts to a total of about 1400 hours for the period of March through
December.

Note that I've suggested revising the Cooperative Agreement activity date to begin February 1,
2015. This assumes that the Work Plan can be resubmitted soon along with the Grant Application.
No costs can be covered for 2015 until the Cooperative Agreement has been approved.

Beth Sheldrake has agreed to cover for me on this aspect of the FMC OU in my absence the next
couple of weeks. Feel free to contact her at (206) 553-0220 with any questions you might have.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:35 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Virginia Monsisco

Subject: 2015 FMC CA

Dear Mr. Williams:

Attached you will find the Tribes 3rd submittal based on EPA comments for the Cooperative
Agreement. As you will see, the Tribes accepted many changes but not all. We are very
concerned EPA is describing the level of effort and work the Tribes can do through this
Cooperative Agreement despite our communications with you.

I have amended the scheduled date for submittals to reflect realistic time frames.

I have broken out Tasks listed in Task 1 to reflect your preferred submittal however, please be
advised the hours are estimated.

I have not accepted the changes to hours you prescribed for oversight. The Tribes expect to
accompany EPA and be present at all Times FMC will be doing work at the site.

| have retained consultation time under Task 2. The Shoshone-Bannock Tribes FHBC, Land
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Use Policy Commission have retained consultation and expect updates to both policy makers
and general membership by staff an consultants. Because EPA chooses to utilize BAH and

other consultants for specific tasks does not require the Tribes do the same.

I hope | have answered your questions adequately so we can move forward on this Workplan.

Thanks
Kelly C. Wright






From:
To:
Cc:

Jill Grant

susanh@ida.net; Gervais, Gregory
Kelly Wright; dreisman; Adam. Michael; Fiedler. Linda; Fonseca, Silvina; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: Comments on ANL"s Review Parameters and SBT Comment Reconciliation

Date:

Sunday, January 11, 2015 10:14:38 AM

February 6 works for me.

Jill

From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net]

Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 9:42 PM

To: Gervais, Gregory

Cc: Kelly Wright; Jill Grant; dreisman; Adam, Michael; Fiedler, Linda; Fonseca, Silvina; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Re: Comments on ANL's Review Parameters and SBT Comment Reconciliation

Kelly,

We have a mtg all day 2/3 on Gay Mine.

Susan Hanson

OnJan 9, 2015, at 7:30 PM, Gervais, Gregory <Gervais.Gregory@epa.gov> wrote:

Kelly et. al.,

Thanks again for the comments on Argonne’s proposed Review Parameters and Definitions you
sent us on 12/19. We had an opportunity to review them, as well as complete EPA HQ’s
comments on the same Argonne deliverable. Attached you will find EPA’s comments on
Argonne’s Parameters and Definitions in the form of proposed revisions that we believe also
address/incorporate your comments. 1’ve also attached EPA’s ‘response’ to your comments,
which are intended to identify where EPA agrees with your comment and to provide some
additional clarification or reference to EPA’s proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable.

Please take a look at the attachments. **EPA requests that you indicate whether you agree that
our proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable are reasonable and would

adequately incorporate/address your comments. If you do not agree, or otherwise if you believe
the Tribes and EPA HQ need to discuss the comments, please let me know when you would be
available for a 1 hour conference call with us. Once we have agreement, EPA HQ will provide
both of the attached documents to Argonne with direction that they should revise their review
parameters and definitions consistent as indicated or request a conference call with the Tribes
and EPA to discuss any disagreement or questions they have.

Finally, so far Argonne has identified **Tuesday, 2/3 from 10a-2p ET and **Friday, 2/6 from
10a-2p as available for a conference call/meeting where the Tribes can present information and
perspectives relevant to the ETT Independent Review to Argonne. | intend to have a list of
days/times to you on Monday at the latest. We are still working with Argonne to identify
additional days and times that would work for both Argonne and EPA HQ for your
consideration. In the meantime, if either 2/3 or 2/6 of these will work for the Tribes, please let
me know right away so we can finalize the schedule. | intend to have a list of additional
days/times to you on Monday at the latest.

Best,

Greg
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elaeceaeeeeaeceeeeleeeaeeeeeeceeeaeeeeeeeeeeelele,

Greg Gervais, P.E.

Chief, Technology Assessment Branch | EPA OSWER OSRTI TIFSD

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW, MC 5203P | Washington, DC 20460

703-603-0690 (0) | 571-289-2998 (c) | gervais.gregory@epa.gov | epa.gov/superfund | clu-

1n.org

**EPA cannot accept emails greater than 25MB | Contact me for send options**

elaeaeaeeeeaeeeeeeceeeeeeceeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeelele,

<20150108 Final FMC ETT Review Parameters SF OSRTI comments.docx>

<20150109 EPA Response to SBT Comments in ANL ETT Review Parameters sf
documents.docx>
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov

Cc: Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Greutert. Ed [USA]; Richard Poeton; McDonnell,
Kimberlee

Subject: RE: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:55:21 PM

Thanks for the comments. I've reviewed them and think that it would be best if Rick Poeton could
be on a telephone call with us.

EPA is currently without BAH technical assistance at the FMIC OU. I’'m hopeful that BAH will again be
under EPA contract for work at the FMC OU by the end of this month.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov [mailto:Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:03 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@degq.idaho.gov

Subject: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

I've attached my comments. I'd like to get a better understanding of how the penetrating radiation
RAO was derived from the Ra-226 concentration RAO, and whether the 2.8 microR/h allowable
increment above the background applies only to radiation produced by Ra-226 and its decay
products, or to radiation from all natural radioactivity. Scott Miller, Douglas Tanner, and | would like
to discuss this with you. Would you be available for a conference call on the 13nth between 8 and 1
(MST), or the 14nth between 11 and 2 (MST)?

If you need to get your comments out before we can hold a conference call, please call me directly if
you have any questions.

Paul Ritter

State of Idaho DEQ

900 North Skyline Drive, Suite B
Idaho Falls, ID 83402

(208) 528-2619 (office)

(208) 520-5326 (cell)
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From: Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

To: Williams. Jonathan; Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov

Cc: Scott.Miller@deqg.idaho.gov; greutert_ed@bah.com; rtpoeton@msn.com; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 7:18:22 AM

Jonathan,

No problem in waiting, as | have been remiss in making the calls, | was not sure how quickly you
needed our comments and wanted to make sure we were available if you requested a discussion. |
have also sent the comments to DEQ’s toxicologist, Jeff Fromm who reviewed the Risk Assessment
for us to try and determine if we are asking questions that have already been addressed, | don’t
think so, but I am not very astute on this topic. The extra time will help us with that coordination as
well. However, if you need to respond to FMC before we get to talk, please forward the comments
on.

Hope all is going well, let us know if you have any questions on the comments or need us to help out
on anything else. | will try to do better to be on the calls to help in coordination. dt

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 6:55 PM

To: Paul Ritter

Cc: Scott Miller; Douglas Tanner; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

Thanks for the comments. I've reviewed them and think that it would be best if Rick Poeton could
be on a telephone call with us.

EPA is currently without BAH technical assistance at the FMIC OU. I’'m hopeful that BAH will again be
under EPA contract for work at the FMC OU by the end of this month.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov [mailto:Paul.Ritter@deg.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:03 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

Subject: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

I've attached my comments. I'd like to get a better understanding of how the penetrating radiation



mailto:Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:greutert_ed@bah.com

mailto:rtpoeton@msn.com

mailto:McDonnell.Kimberlee@epa.gov

mailto:williams.jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov



RAO was derived from the Ra-226 concentration RAO, and whether the 2.8 microR/h allowable
increment above the background applies only to radiation produced by Ra-226 and its decay
products, or to radiation from all natural radioactivity. Scott Miller, Douglas Tanner, and | would like
to discuss this with you. Would you be available for a conference call on the 13nth between 8 and 1

(MST), or the 14nth between 11 and 2 (MST)?

If you need to get your comments out before we can hold a conference call, please call me directly if

you have any questions.

Paul Ritter

State of [daho DEQ

900 North Skyline Drive, Suite B
Idaho Falls, ID 83402

(208) 528-2619 (office)

(208) 520-5326 (cell)






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:51:51 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Hi, Marjo. Thanks for your response. Do you mean the first week of March (not February) for the
Safety Summit? It would be great if it could be the same week as the public meeting & FYR visit to
limit the number of trips to Pocatello, but if you want it to occur prior to work starting, we can work
something out.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11™ and 12" work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&Il are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

THINK. SAFE. :\\:3}

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
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cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov
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From: Lizanne Davis

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Marguerite Carpenter

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 8:20:16 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Dear Beth,

March 11/12 work for me as well.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:52 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Marjo. Thanks for your response. Do you mean the first week of March (not February) for the
Safety Summit? It would be great if it could be the same week as the public meeting & FYR visit to
limit the number of trips to Pocatello, but if you want it to occur prior to work starting, we can work
something out.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
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Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11% and 12t work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&Il are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM
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To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Marguerite Carpenter

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:56:21 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Beth

Talked it over with Liz and we agree combining the Safety Summit with the other two meetings is the
most efficient way to go about this. We will plan on having the Safety Summit on March 10. I'll send
the invitations out and notify my contractors.

Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

A\
&

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

THINKA. SAFE

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:52 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Marjo. Thanks for your response. Do you mean the first week of March (not February) for the
Safety Summit? It would be great if it could be the same week as the public meeting & FYR visit to
limit the number of trips to Pocatello, but if you want it to occur prior to work starting, we can work
something out.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11™ and 12 work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&I are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup
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Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1
p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Morrison, Kay

To: Jennings. Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:52:11 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Sounds good — I’'m pretty booked too, but I'll you a call, Beth, later in the week.

Good luck with your meeting today.
k

Kay Morrison
206-553-8321

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:48 AM

To: Morrison, Kay; Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Kay,

Beth and | are heading to Pocatello later this morning for a Tribal Consultation
Meeting. We won’t be back until Thursday afternoon.

| thought Jonathan was back Monday but his calendar suggests he’s not back
until next Thursday. Since 1’d rather us meet with him, perhaps you and Beth
could touch base by phone.

From my perspective, if we have a meeting in Chubbuck we would not need
one in Pocatello.

Jannine

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov

From: Morrison, Kay

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:37 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
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Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi Beth. Jannine did keep me in the loop on the dates. | was hoping to have one meeting in Fort Hall
and | guess | thought the other one would be in Pocatello, but only because | didn’t know the PP
meetings were also in Chubbuck. Would it be just the two, or also one in Pocatello?

I’'ve been working on a fact sheet, but wasn’t sure I'd have the capacity to do that and work on the
meeting. If you and Jannine have time (and Kimberlee if interested) could we meet briefly to
discuss the logistics and expectations?

thanks
k

Kay Morrison
206-553-8321

From: Sheldrake, Beth

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:32 AM

To: Morrison, Kay

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Kay. FYI-Jannine probably passed this along, but in Jonathan’s absence, just wanted to make
sure.

Are you guys thinking of having one at Fort Hall and one in Chubbuck? It’'s a bit more work, but we
got a good turn-out at both locations for the FMIC PP so it is at least worth considering.

Will we be doing a fact sheet in conjunction? It would probably be a good idea...

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | ¢: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11% and 12" work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
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last week in February a viable time for you? CB&I are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | ¢: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
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All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings

EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724
jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Jennings. Jannine

To: Morrison, Kay; Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:48:17 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Kay,

Beth and I are heading to Pocatello later this morning for a Tribal Consultation
Meeting. We won’t be back until Thursday afternoon.

| thought Jonathan was back Monday but his calendar suggests he’s not back
until next Thursday. Since I’d rather us meet with him, perhaps you and Beth
could touch base by phone.

From my perspective, if we have a meeting in Chubbuck we would not need
one in Pocatello.

Jannine

Jannine Jennings

EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724
jennings.jannine@epa.gov

From: Morrison, Kay

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:37 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi Beth. Jannine did keep me in the loop on the dates. | was hoping to have one meeting in Fort Hall
and | guess | thought the other one would be in Pocatello, but only because | didn’t know the PP
meetings were also in Chubbuck. Would it be just the two, or also one in Pocatello?

I've been working on a fact sheet, but wasn’t sure I'd have the capacity to do that and work on the
meeting. If you and Jannine have time (and Kimberlee if interested) could we meet briefly to
discuss the logistics and expectations?

thanks
k

Kay Morrison
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206-553-8321

From: Sheldrake, Beth

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:32 AM

To: Morrison, Kay

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Kay. FYI-Jannine probably passed this along, but in Jonathan’s absence, just wanted to make
sure.

Are you guys thinking of having one at Fort Hall and one in Chubbuck? It’s a bit more work, but we
got a good turn-out at both locations for the FMC PP so it is at least worth considering.

Will we be doing a fact sheet in conjunction? It would probably be a good idea...

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM
To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11™ and 12 work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&I are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210
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Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
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recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
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206-553-2724
jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Morrison, Kay

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:37:14 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Hi Beth. Jannine did keep me in the loop on the dates. | was hoping to have one meeting in Fort Hall
and | guess | thought the other one would be in Pocatello, but only because | didn’t know the PP
meetings were also in Chubbuck. Would it be just the two, or also one in Pocatello?

I've been working on a fact sheet, but wasn’t sure I'd have the capacity to do that and work on the
meeting. If you and Jannine have time (and Kimberlee if interested) could we meet briefly to
discuss the logistics and expectations?

thanks
k

Kay Morrison
206-553-8321

From: Sheldrake, Beth

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 9:32 AM

To: Morrison, Kay

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Kay. FYI-Jannine probably passed this along, but in Jonathan’s absence, just wanted to make
sure.

Are you guys thinking of having one at Fort Hall and one in Chubbuck? It’s a bit more work, but we
got a good turn-out at both locations for the FMC PP so it is at least worth considering.

Will we be doing a fact sheet in conjunction? It would probably be a good idea...

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
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Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Beth

The 11% and 12t work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&Il are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis
Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine
Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM
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To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Marguerite Carpenter

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 6:08:47 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Beth

The 11% and 12" work for me. Would you want to do the Safety Summit that week as well or is the
last week in February a viable time for you? CB&Il are scheduled to start work on March 9.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by
telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation and assistance.

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2015 12:14 AM

To: Marguerite Carpenter; Lizanne Davis

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

Hi, Liz and Marjo. It seems we have narrowed in on dates for the public meeting and Five Year
Review site visit. Hopefully March 11 and 12 work for you all. Please let me know ASAP if you see a
problem.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 4:37 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Morrison, Kay; Monty Johnson; Margie English; Treat Suomi; Douglas Tanner;
Williams, Jonathan; Zavala, Bernie; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Zokan, Jim

Subject: EMF Five-Year Review Site Visit and Public Information Meeting - March 11 & 12, 2015

All,

Please make note and mark your calendars. It appears that having the EMF
Five-Year Review Site Visits and public information meeting on March 11 and
12, 2015. More details will be coming soon.

Thank you for getting back to Jonathan and | regarding your availability.

Jannine and Jonathan

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: Krista Sievers; Virginia Monsisco; Williams, Jonathan
Subject: RE: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 9:23:07 AM

Thanks, Kelly. I will take a closer look at this and we can discuss next week.
Have a nice weekend.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 8:07 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Krista Sievers; Virginia Monsisco

Subject: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments

Good morning Beth, here is a revised copy with the information that should have been sent for the

34 QTR for FMC’s QPR. The other did not have the correct financial data included which was the
draft sent to Susan for her assistance to make sure we fully addressed EPA concerns. | took the
information you provided earlier and think that | have done as requested. Please let me know if this

meets your needs.

Thanks for also sending the documentation showing where Simplot is questioning costs. This helps
me better understand what is going on and why some of the concerns. We are looking forward to
working with you and your staff on these issues so we can try to ensure protection of human health

and the environment for future generations as well.

Have a great day.
Kelly
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Jennings. Jannine

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: | need to be in Seattle March 5 & 6
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 7:11:41 PM

Thanks for the additional information, and for being willing to firm up dates with Bernie, Kay, the FYR
contractor, Simplot, FMC, IDEQ, and the Tribes once we’ve selected a couple of days.

It looks to me as though March 12-13 are the best dates for an EMF public meeting with FYR
component, but March 3-4, 10-11, or 11-12 would also be workable for you, me, Bernie, and Kay.

Feel free to select any of those dates based on input from FMC, Simplot, or the Tribes. My FMC
contact is Marjo Carpenter. She and | have traded voicemails and she’s “it” right now. Beth will be
visiting with Marjo and others from FMC at EPA’s office on Wednesday. Marjo’s telephone # is

(267) 253-3974.
Thanks again. I'll plan to see you January 28.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Williams, Jonathan

Subject: | need to be in Seattle March 5 & 6

Oops. | just remembered that | need to be in Seattle on Thursday and Friday of
the week of March 2. Also that Sunday evening, March 8.

| don’t think that prevents us from scheduling that week but it may affect the
days we choose.

Jannine

Jannine Jennings
EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724

jennings.jannine@epa.gov
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Lizanne Davis
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle
Date: Monday, January 12, 2015 2:50:43 PM

That sounds good. | don’t have anything specific to discuss.

See you tomorrow.

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 2:43 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Subject: Re: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,

Tmrw Bob and | just want to preview the issues which Barry will raise at the meeting. IRODA,
deliverables, Tribal outreach, and redevelopment. Is there anything on your plate you would like us

to discuss?
L

Sent from my iPad

OnJan 12, 2015, at 1:54 PM, Sheldrake, Beth <sheldrake.beth@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks, Liz. | don’t see a need to have your Assoc General Counsel. We do not plan to

have legal representation.

Do we have an agenda for tomorrow’s pre-meeting?

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:16 AM
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To: Sheldrake, Beth
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,

Attending the meeting on January 14 are:

Barry Crawford
Vice President of Operations
Bob Forbes
Director, EHS, Remediation, Governance
Liz Davis
Director, Government Affairs
Elliott Laws
Consultant

John Stillmun, Assoc General Counsel for Environment, is also in
town and he can join us if appropriate.

Bob and I will be in to see you tomorrow at 12:30 and Rob Hartman
can be available by conference call if we can open a line.

Best,
Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 3:24 PM

To: Lizanne Davis

Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Hi, Liz. Can you confirm the names and titles of everyone from FMC who will be

attending the January 14t meeting with Dennis MclLerran?
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Thanks!

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:58 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,

Let’s go with 12:30-1:30. Bob and I look forward to meeting with
you.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:59 AM

To: Lizanne Davis; Williams, Jonathan
Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Hi, Liz. | believe Jonathan is going to be out of town that week and will miss our
meeting. | would be available from 12:30 to 1:30, 2:30 —3:30, or 4 — 5 pm on January

13™. | can arrange for a meeting room at our offices.

Let me know if any of those times might work for you.
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Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 10:41 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth and Jonathan,
Bob Forbes and | would like to visit with you January 13 to
provide a pre-briefing prior to our appointment on January

141, Please let me know if this works with your schedules, as
Bob and | will then make travel plans.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Greutert, Ed [USA]

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: [External] FW: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan
Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 6:06:16 AM

Thanks Jonathan. We received the revised PWs today and we will get that turned around ASAP.
TX,

Ed Greutert, P.E.

Booz | Allen | Hamilton

Office: 206 652 3014
Mobile: 206 794 7526

greutert ed@bah.com

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 5:57 PM

To: Greutert, Ed [USA]

Cc: Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: [External] FW: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

For your review once BAH is again under EPA contract for FMC OU work.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Paul.Ritter@deq.idaho.gov [mailto:Paul.Ritter@deg.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 9:03 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

Subject: Comments on your draft response to the FMC gamma cap work plan

I've attached my comments. I'd like to get a better understanding of how the penetrating radiation
RAO was derived from the Ra-226 concentration RAO, and whether the 2.8 microR/h allowable
increment above the background applies only to radiation produced by Ra-226 and its decay
products, or to radiation from all natural radioactivity. Scott Miller, Douglas Tanner, and | would like
to discuss this with you. Would you be available for a conference call on the 13nth between 8 and 1
(MST), or the 14nth between 11 and 2 (MST)?

If you need to get your comments out before we can hold a conference call, please call me directly if
you have any questions.
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Paul Ritter

State of Idaho DEQ

900 North Skyline Drive, Suite B
Idaho Falls, ID 83402

(208) 528-2619 (office)

(208) 520-5326 (cell)






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: kwright@shoshonebannocktribes.com

Cc: Williams. Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine; Krista Sievers; Arnold Appeney; Steve Hagler
Subject: RE: letter from Rick Albright

Date: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 8:30:44 AM

Attachments: Wright Albright Itr 12 23 14 Coop Adareements.pdf

Hi, Kelly. | hadn’t heard from you regarding this letter so | decided to go ahead and resend it. |
apologize for the potential mix-up on our end.

Take Care,

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Sheldrake, Beth

Sent: Friday, January 09, 2015 9:40 AM

To: kwright@shoshonebannocktribes.com

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee; Williams, Jonathan; Jennings, Jannine
Subject: letter from Rick Albright

Hi, Kelly. | hope you had a nice holiday season and your new year is starting off well. Say, we may
have had a little administrative mix up and | was wondering if you received a letter signed by Rick

3rd

Albright sometime between Dec 23" and maybe Dec 31° regarding the EMF cooperative

agreements. He signed the letter on Dec 23 but unfortunately we didn’t retain a signed copy and
| just want to ensure it got to you.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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December 23, 2014

Mr. Kelly Wright

Environmental Waste Management Program Coordinator

The Shoshone-Bannock Tribes of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation
P.O. Box 306

Fort Hall, Idaho 83203

Dear Mr. Wright:

The purpose of this letter is to follow up on letters from Beth Sheldrake, Remedial Cleanup Program
Unit Manager, dated August 26 and October 15, 2014, regarding EPA’s ongoing concerns with
cooperative agreements issued to the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes Environmental Waste Management
Program in support of EPA’s CERCLA work at the Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site. Specifically,
EPA has ongoing concerns with cooperative agreements V-00J82901 [Simplot], V-00J82801 [FMC],
and V-00J82701 [Off-Plant]. These letters asked the Tribes to provide:

1. Revised first and second quarter Quarterly Performance Reports (QPRs) for all three current
CERCLA Cooperative Agreements addressing EPA comments and concerns.

2. Documentation showing that costs reported on the QPRs are consistent with Tribal financial
records and the draw-down requests submitted to EPA’s Las Vegas Finance Center.

3. An explanation of the steps taken since the 2013 Advanced Post Monitoring Review to ensure
consistency between the fiscal information kept by the Tribes’ Finance Office and the
Environmental Waste Management Program.

The third quarter QPR was due November 30, 2014 and has now been submitted to EPA.

Unfortunately, the information submitted by the Tribes on the Q1, Q2, and Q3 QPRs continues to be
insufficient to document the work conducted by the Tribes pursuant to the approved work plans. We
have provided several examples of the type of documentation required by the grant terms and conditions
as well as specific comments and concerns with documentation previously provided. The documentation
provided also does not demonstrate that reported costs are consistent with Tribal financial records and
draw-down requests submitted to EPA’s Las Vegas Finance Center. Further, with respect to the third
item above, the Tribes have not provided EPA with a modified “Monthly Reporting Procedures for EPA
Grants” addressing the comments included with our October 15, 2014, letter which we discussed during
an October 23, 2014, conference call. Finally, it is not clear whether these new procedures were
followed for the third quarter because none of the promised financial documentation was provided with
the Q3 QPR.










From: Albright, Rick

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Williams, Jonathan; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: Re: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments
Date: Friday, January 16, 2015 9:30:22 AM

Thanks for sharing, Beth. Nice work on your part for the response to Kelly and for the work
by Jonathan and Jannine to document and raise issues.
Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 16, 2015, at 9:21 AM, "Sheldrake, Beth" <sheldrake.beth@epa.gov> wrote:

FYI

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | ¢: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]

Sent: Friday, January 16, 2015 8:07 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: Krista Sievers; Virginia Monsisco

Subject: Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments

Good morning Beth, here is a revised copy with the information that should have been

sent for the 3™ QTR for FMC’s QPR. The other did not have the correct financial data
included which was the draft sent to Susan for her assistance to make sure we fully
addressed EPA concerns. | took the information you provided earlier and think that |
have done as requested. Please let me know if this meets your needs.

Thanks for also sending the documentation showing where Simplot is questioning
costs. This helps me better understand what is going on and why some of the
concerns. We are looking forward to working with you and your staff on these issues
so we can try to ensure protection of human health and the environment for future
generations as well.

Have a great day.
Kelly

<Final FMC 3rd QTR 2014 rev 1 with EPA comments.doc>
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